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Digests of Recent Opinions 


REAL PROPERTY — COVEN-| 


ANTS — When a deed uses the 
words “the said ... covenants” 
the covenant is binding on the 
heirs, personal representatives 
and assigns of the covenantor 
and covenantee though such 
designations were omitted. 

_While affirmative covenants 
have been enforced against the 
original grantee, they are not 
enforceable against successors 
in title. 

NUISANCE — INJUNCTION — 
PARTIES An individual 
cannot sue to enjoin an inter- 
ference with public rights in a 
street unless he suffers a spec- 
ial injury and fact that he ex- 
periences greater inconveni- 
than most other members of 
the public is not a special in- 
jury within this rule. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Wick, J. S. C., rendered March 
3), 1960. Chancery Div. Furness 
y. Sinquett et als. For plaintiff— 
C. Davis. 
& Davis). For defendants 
L. Miller, Jr. 
Eutchinson and Miller). 

Pa 

netion by her first count to | 
empel defendants to construct 
sidewalks in front of their homes 


Wiliam 








many Usids 





- by the second count to have | 


them remove trees, shrubs and 
p:her obstructions which they | 
aced thereon, from the area 







1e and the street side line. 
Plaintiff resides at 423 Peyton 
Ave, Haddonfield. Defendants 
treide within a one or two block 
erea thereof. All the lands were 
omned by West Haddonfield Land 
(o., which filed three separate 
pans of development in 1893, 
7 and 1899 and thereafter 
conveyed the lands out in lots. 
Each conveyance contained re- 
srictions and conditions and 
covenants dealing with mini- 
mum price of buildings to be 
erected, set backs, construction 
o: cesspools, establishment of 
oonoxious or offensive business, 
ee of liquor, and “that the said 
party of the second part will 
struct and maintain a good 
s.ceWalk of a width not less than 
Fie feet on the street or streets 
unding the land herein con- 
nd shall also erect and 
ve all division fences .. .”. 
took of the lands owned by the 
velopment company have been 
mnveved out and practically all 
contained the same re- 
r is. Except for the lands 
zned by defendants and a few 
pe sidewalks have been 
. Defendants acknow- 
they have planted 
Ss, trees, shrubs and bushes 
area between the curb 
eet line and that persons 
in front of their homes 
alk in the street proper. 
tT contends that a 
Orhood scheme” was es- 
“shed and has been followed 
the numerous owners and 
therefore defendants, who 
owledge that a similar cov- 
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“2nt contained in their 
$ of we should be requir- 
n rtherance of this 
ghbo to in- 


ri hood scheme” 
walks and be required to 
tructions from and 
age by the public in 
area in the public 
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ants contend the lang- 
1€ covenant as to side- 
limited to the original 
“antee only, as it does not add 
0 Wi ords as “assignees, heirs, 
““€ssors” and the like, and 
a _2 Personal covenant en- | 
“table only against such 
: ee They argue in the al- 
ive that this is an affirm- 











“€ covenant and hence not. 


(Starr, Sum- | 
(Lewis, | 


tiff seeks a mandatory 


the public street between the | 


enforceable, even though there 
was a neighborhood plan, and 
that plaintiff has no standing 
as a private citizen to bring an 
action for removal of an obstruc- 
tion to a public way, this being 
reserved entirely to the Attor- 
ney General. 

Held: The fact that the coven- 
ant as to installing sidewalks 


speaks only of the grantee rather l well 


than using the words and/or its 
successors or assigns as used in 
negative covenants in the deed 
is immaterial. Such ommission 
was held immaterial in Javna v. 
D. J. Fredericks, 41 N. J. Super 
353, citing N. J. S. A. 46:4-2 which 
provides that when a deed uses 
the words “the said .. . coven- 
ants”, such covenant shall have 
the same effect as if it was ex- 
pressed to be by the covenantor 
for himself, his heirs, personal 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 


Public Defender To Be 
Debated 


Arrangements have been made 
to present a full discussion of 
jrecent proposals that a Public 
|Defender system should be es- 
|tablished in New Jersey to deal 
with the problem of providing 
{competent counsel for indigent 
{defendants in criminal cases. 

The session will be held at the 
new Library and Research Cen- 
ter of the Essex County Bar 
Foundation at 92 Washington 

treet, Newark, N. J., which was 
formally dedicated on April 5, 
1940. The date is Wednesday, 
April 13, at 8 P.M. All those in- 
terested are urged to attend be- 
cause of the great public import- 
ance of the subject. 

James R. Lacey, Foundation 
secretary, said that a report of 
the Committee on Practice and 
Procedure in Criminal Courts 
will be presented. Superior Court 
Judge Alexander P. Waugh, 
County Prosecutor Brendan T. 
Byrne, and others, will speak. 
At the end of the discussion, the 
view of those present will be 
sought. 

Editorial comment on the 
proposal appears at page 4 of 
the March 17, 1960 issue of the | 
New Jersey Law Journal and the | 
full text of a pending bill is at 
page 6 of the March 24 issue. 








Essex Foundation Library | 
And Research Center 
Formally Dedicated 


The new Law Library and Re- 
search Center established by the | 
Essex County Bar Foundation 
was formally dedicated at cere- 
monies held on Tuesday, April 
5, 1960. The dedication ceremon- 
ies, which were held at the new 
building at 92 Washington St., 
Ne' ving were followed by a 


ers a aa well-wishers, at the Rob- 
ert Treat Hotel. 

The main address 
ner was 
States 
William J. Brennan, Jr., 
brief remarks were made 
Chief Justice Joseph coco 


at the din- | 


= 


on behalf of the New Jersey Su- | 


preme Court, Attorney General 
David D. Furman, who presented | 
the congratulations of Governor 
Meyner, James R. L. Lafferty, 
chairman of the dedication com- 
mittee, and David Stoffer, pres- 
ident of the Foundation. 

At the dedication, establish- 
{ment of the Center was lauded by 
Deputy Mayor Robert A. McKin- 
ley, and Frederick H. Groel, of the 





(Continued on page 4, col. 5) 


92 Pass February 
Attorneys Exam 


Ninety two new attorneys will 
be sworn in by the Supreme 
Court at ceremonies in the State 
House Annex, tomorrow. These 
new attorneys passed the Feb- 
ruary 1960 Bar Examination 
which was taken by 167 candi- 
dates. The successful candidates 
jinclude some who have complet- 
ed their clerkships and will re- 
ceive their plenary licenses, as 
as those who will receive 
the new limited admission cer- 
tificates. 

Those who passed are: 
Maxine S. Berman-Allsopp 
*William C. Baggitt 
Howard L. Ballen 
*Gordon Berkow 
*Dominic G. Bocco 


| John F. Bracaglia 
|Raymond H. Branda 


| James 


David Butler 
Ralph Nicholas Capone 


|Robert D. Carroll 


Michael A. Cerreto 
James H. Coleman 
James M. Coolahan 
*Theodore Haines Davis 
*James J. Dear 
Anthony F. DeMarco 
*Raymond G. Demski 
*Mahlon L. Fast 
Ladislas Frank Feher 
*Robert Stephen Fisher 


(Continued on page 5, col. 3) 
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Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


March 29 to April 4, 1960 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 

Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 

SUPREME COURT 
Appeals 
Two Guys from Harrison, Inc. et 
al v. Furman et als (A-65, decid- 
ed April 4, 1960) 

Affirmed order denying plain- 
tiffs’ motion for summary judg- 
ment, as presumption that Sun- 
day Closing Law, P.L. 1959, c.119, 
is constitutional was not over- 
come (58 N.J. Super. 313). Act is 
not a supplement to 1951 revi- 
sion, but is complete and inde- 
pendent act of Legislature which 
repealed and superseded the in- 








|consistent policy of N. J. S. 2A: 
|171-1, 2, 6-12. It is within police 
| power to protect public from un- 
jreasonable interference with its 
|day’s relief from everyday ten- 
| sone and it must be assumed 
jthat Legislature found reason- 


| able basis for local preference by 


county. But it was error for trial 
court to grant defendant’s mo- 
|tion for judgment on the plead- 
| ings. As such motion assumes 


ltruth of the allegations in the 


| (A-87, 


delivered by United | 
Supreme Court Justice | — 


| 
y | 


|adversary’s pleadings, here the 
lallegation in the ee that 
|the statutory classification is ar- 
bitrary and deni »s equal pro- 
tection, plaintiffs are entitled 
ito proceed to trial of that issue. 
Order granting judgment to de- 
fendant is therefore reversed | 
and matter is remanded for fur- 
ther proceedings. State v. Osborn 
decided April 4,1960) 
Reversed judgment of county 
court affirming conviction of 
(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 











Bound Volumes 
Available 


The bound vo 





| 
plumes of the 


1959 Law Journals are now 
| available. 
|| Attractively and sturdily | 


| | 


| } 


| 
| 


| 


|'bound in tan sae bo 
make a useful addition to your | 
| law library and keep the year’s 
law journals for permanent, | 
easy reference. 

The cost of the volume is 
$7.43, including postage. 
| Order your copy today! 





FOREWORD 

Intense national concern over 
court congestion motivates this 
Committee to embody in this 
report a brief appraisal of prob- 
lems and relief measures insti- 
tuted in other jurisdictions. 
These are submitted in the gen- 
eral interest of the Bar, and to 
stimulate interest concerning 
New Jersey calendar control- 
present and future. 

It is submitted that a pioneer 
State (New Jersey,’ in the nation 
scene) must be alert against the 
dangers of complacency in the 
progress of its procedural juris- 
prudence. Vigilance will further 
advance its leadership in one of 
the law’s most urgent problems? 

This report concerns’ two 
topics. The first will deal with 
matters submitted in the general 
interest. Therefore, specific rule 








Convery Confirmed As 
Middlesex County Judge 


Nominated as Middlesex 
Prosecutor 


Dolan 


The Senate, on Monday, con- 
firmed the nomination of Sam- 
uel V. Convery, of Perth Amboy, 
as a new judge of the Middlesex 
County Court. At the same ses- 
sion, it confirmed the reappoint- 
ment of Hudson County District 


confirmed was the nomination 
of Augustus M. Heil, as Sheriff of 
Cape May County to succeed 


the reappointment of Charles 
W. L. Summerill as Magistrate 
of the Municipal Court of North 
Hudson. 
Nomination 

Governor Meyner submitted 
the nomination of Edward J. 
Dolan, of Carteret, to succeed 
Warren W. Wilentz as Prosecu- 
tor of Middlesex County. Mr. 
Wilentz has resigned from the 
post. 


Essex Bar To Honor 
Judges At Annual Dinner 


David Stoffer, President of the | 
Essex County Bar Association, | 


ing members of the judiciary, 
all recently appointed or pro- | 
moted, will be the Guests of | 
Honor at the Association’s Sixty- 
second Annual Dinner: 

Hon. Phillip Forman, Judge of 


Circuit; Hon. Mendon Morrill, 
U. S. District Court Judge; Hon. 
James R. Giuliano and Hon. 
Nelson K. Mintz, New Jersey 
Superior Court Judges; Hon. 
Jacob S. Glickenhaus, Essex 
County Court Judge; Hon. Roger 





|M. Yancey, Essex County District | 


Court Presiding Judge. 

| The Annual Dinner will again 
be held in the Grand Ballroom 
of the Hotel Astor in New York 
City on Saturday, May 7, 1960 at 
6:00 p.m. The writers for the 
{Bon Ton Repertory group are 
understood to have completed a 
variety of skits on interesting 
and amusing incidents in the 
Courts and in the profession 
during the past year. Rehearsals 
are under way, Nathan Cholo- 


openings for lawyer-actors and 
singers to be filled from those 
who communicate with him 
promptly. 

Dinner tickets, at $15.00 per | 
person may be obtained by for- | 
warding to Louis S. Cohen, 17 | 
Academy Street, Newark, checks | 
payable to the order of Nathan 
Turesky, Treasurer. 





| portionate 


Report of State Bar Committee On Practice, Pretrial 
Procedure and Calendar Control 


changes will be submitted for 


recommendation. 
I. PROBLEMS OF COURT 
CONGESTION 


The subject of court conges- 
tion is not limited in concern to 
legal scholars. Since the prob- 
lem “strikes at the heart of the 
administration of justice,” the 
public endures the most exact- 
ing penalties of its burdens. 

To a great extent, growth of 
population and increase of liti- 
gation, unmatched by the pro- 
increase of trial 
judges, are valid explanations.‘ 
Judge Burger adds an important 
factor - the attitude of com- 
placency within a _ judicial 
family. 

“It is reasonable to ask why 

and how the total performance 

of the federal courts has 
reached the condition where 
so much delay is_ present. 

While it affects relatively few 

cities, those places where it 

takes from two to five years to 

get on for trial represent a 

very large part of the total 

litigation in all the federal 
courts. Indeed, over one-third 
of all the civil cases in federal 
courts are subject to this un- 
due delay. I suggest it is due 
to three factors: (1) expand- 
ing federal jurisdiction and 
increasing total litigation 





Court Judge A. Alfred Fink. Also | 


Norman S. Taylor, resigned, and | 


has announced that the follow- | 


the U. S. Court of Appeals, Third | 


denko has reported, with a few | 


which has not been matched 
at all times by an increase in 
the number of judges (2) fail- 
ure of the circuit courts to 
carry out the full duties of 
management imposed by Sec- 
tion 332 and (3) absence of 
critical examination of the 
world of the courts by the 
public and by the bar.” 

Congestion has plagued the 
federal courts—a curious anom- 
aly. Since the federal rules of 
procedure are parent guides to 
many states in the area of pro- 
cedural reform, why should this 
|ultra-modern structure be ex- 
|posed to the ravages of conges- 
|tion? This bewildering incon- 
isistency imparts to the bench 
and the bar in New Jersey per- 
|suasive support for those who 
advocate informed and aggres- 
isive vigilance. 

Massashusetts has recently 
launched a successful attack on 
|its court congestion. A primary 
step in its reform was the ad- 
dition of six judges to the 32 
|then serving on the court. Other 
significant methods which were 
| successfully instituted included: 
controlling conflicting engage- 
|/ments of counsel, use of lower 
|court judges on the call of the 
|Chief Justice, continuing liaison 
|with bar association committees, 
and sharpening of the pre-trial 
| system.° 

Connecticut was grateful to 
an alert State Bar Association; 
the collaboration of important 
lay groups; and the cooperation 
lof the press, radio and television 
for its new court reorganization. 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


i. y AG ER JUSTICE 


EXPEDITED—A 


TEN YEAR SUMMARY—U.C.L.A. LAW 
REVIEW—pp. 57-81 (January, 1960). Judge 
Yager recognizes the New Jersey system as 
the best known example of court reorganiza- 
tion (Judge, Snperior Court, Los Angeles 
County) See also PHILLIPS—BETTER 


COURT. ADMINISTR ATION, 39 J. of Am. 


Jud. Soe. 9, 10 (June, 1955). 


2. NIMS—THE LAW’S DELAY—THE 
BAR'S MOST URGENT PROBLEM. 44 A.B. 
A.J., pp. 27-30, 90-92 (January, 1958). Mr. 
| Nims provides several interesting suggestions 
on the Bar's attitude concerning delay. 

3. MINER COURT CONGESTION — A 
NEW APPROACH—45 A.B.A.J. pp. 1265- 


| 1268, 1333-1334 (December, 1959) (Judge— 
United States District Court—Northern Dis- 
| trict, Illinois). 

4. BURGER—THE COURTS ON TRIAL— 
|A OALL FOR ACTION AGAINST DELAY, 
| 44 A.B.A.J., pp. 738-741, 798, 799 (August, 
| 1958). 

5. REARDON—CIVIL DOCKET OONGES- 
| TION—-A MASSACHUSETTS ANSWER — 
39 Boston U. Law Rev.—pp. 297-320 (Sum- 
mer, 1959) (Chief Justice—Superior Court 
of Massachusetts.) 
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representatives and assigns and 
be deemed to be with the coven- 
antee his heirs, personal repre- 
sentatives and assigns. 

It would appear plaintiff has 
proven a “neighborhood scheme” 
by showing the common grant- 
or inserted like restrictions in 
each deed. But the covenant 
sought to be enforced is an af- 
firmative covenant rather than 
a negative or restrictive one. Af- 
firmative covenants have been 
enforced against the original 
grantor on the theory that they 
are personal covenants of a con- 
tractual nature, but they have 
been held not to run with the 
land, and not to be enforceable 
against successors in title. 

As to the second count, plain- 
tiff has no status to maintain 
same. An individual cannot sue 
to enjoin an interference with 
public rights in a road unless he 
suffers a special injury. The 
remedy for the public wrong is 
by way of indictment or at the 
suit of the Attorney General. 
And the fact that he would be 
more inconvenienced than most 
others is not a special injury 
within the rule. This stems from 
the proposition that any ob- 
struction of any part of a public 
street is a public nuisance and 
that an individual cannot main- 
tain a suit to restrain a nuisance 
which injures him only in his 
rights enjoyed by him as one of 
the public. 


Complaint 
costs. 


dismissed with 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—While N. J. S. A. 34:15-7.1 
makes injuries sustained by 
non-participating employees 
resulting from horseplay or 
skylarking of fellow employees, 
compensable, it does not deny 
compensation to participants 
in skylarking incidents. 

—The test as to whether injur- 


ies sustained by participants | 


in skylarking incidents are 
compensable is whether the 
injuries arose out of and in 
the course of the employment. 

—A momentary or impulsive, 
minor, non-malicious devia- 
tion from the employment is 
not such a deviation as will 
take employee out of the 
course of his employment. 

—Held, spraying by one employee 
using water hose, of another 
employee, without malice or 
intent to injure, is not such 
horseplay as will take em- 
ployee out of his employment 
and make resultant injury 
non compensable. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Conklin, J. C. C. rendered March 
30, 1960. Essex County Court. 
Diaz v. Newark. For petitioner— 
Joseph P. Dunn (Francis H. Pyk- 
on on the brief). For respondent 
—Isidor Kalisch. 

Petitioner was awarded com- 
pensation for injuries sustained 
when his clothing which had 
become saturated with lacquer 
thinner ignited while he was 
washing frames with a water 
hose near a tank which had an 
open flame beneath it. The evi- 
dence as to the circumstances 
which preceded the injury was 
in conflict and three theories of 
what actually transpired are ad- 
vanced. First, petitioner’s cloth- 
ing became wet with lacquer 
thinner as the result of work he 
had been doing just prior to the 
accident; second, petitioner was 
the innocent recipient of a dous- 
ing of thinner from a co-em- 
ployee, Waters, without instiga- 
tion on the part of petitioner; 
and third, petitioner instigated 
the incident by twice spraying 
Waters with the water hose peti- 
tioner was using and the thinner 
was thrown in retaliation by 
Waters. Respondent appeals. 

Held: If the first version is 
accepted, the injuries would be 
compensable as arising out of 
and in the course of the employ- 
ment. If the second version is 
accepted, again the injuries 
would be clearly compensable 
because N. J. S. A. 34:15-7.1 
specifically provides that an ac- 
cident suffered by an employee 
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while engaged in his employ- 
ment but resulting from horse- 
play or skylarking on the part 
of a fellow employee, not insti- 
gated or taken part in by the 
employee who suffers the acci- 
; dent, shall be compensable. 

If the third version is accept- 
ed, then the problem is whether 
the above cited statute impliedly 
denies compensation to par- 
ticipants involved in  skylark- 
ing incidents; and if there be 
no such implied denial by this 
statute, whether the other pro- 
}visions of the Workmen’s Com- 
{pensation Act have been con- 
|strued so as either to deny or 
allow compensation in such 
cases. 

This court, like the deputy di- 
rector below, finds that the pre- 
ponderance of probabilities fav- 
ors respondent’s contention that 
the third theory correctly repre- 
sents what occurred and the 
court finds as a fact that peti- 
tioner was the instigator of a 
“skylarking” incident which re- 
sulted in his being wetted with 
lacquer thinner in retaliation 
and in his ultimate injury. The 
question of law then arises 
whether such conduct bars com- 
pensation. 

There has been no reported 
judicial interpretation of N. J. 
S. A. 34:15-7.1. On its face it ex- 
pressly makes compensable in- 
juries sustained by innocent by- 
standers as a result of horseplay. 
But injuries sustained by partic- 
ipants or instigators are neither 
expressly included nor expressly 
excluded. The doctrine of ex- 
pressio unius est exclusio alterius 
would appear to be applicable in 
support of respondent’s conten- 
tion for an implied exclusion, 
but this doctrine is only a rule 
of construction which is not 
binding on the court. In this 
case the court feels that to con- 
strue the statute in such a way 
would magnify and expand its 
scope beyond the reasonable ex- 
pectations of the Legislature, 
and that had the Legislature 
intended such result it could 
have and would have achieved 
it in a more direct manner. To 
hold that this statute itself pro- 
hibits compensation to partici- 
pants in skylarking incidents 
would require rewriting the ex- 
press language in the statute 
and be beyond the province of 
the court. 

The question then is what is 
the status of the law with re- 
gard to injuries sustained by 
participants in skylarking inci- 
dents. 

The courts of this State have 
held that injuries sustained as 
the result of horseplay are not 
compensable with respect to 
both participating and non-par- 
ticipating employees. The basis 
was that the injuries involved 
did not arise out of and in the 
course of employment. The leg- 
islature has now directed that 
|injuries sustained by non-partic- 
| ipating employees are compens- 
|able. Compensability of injuries 
|by participating employees is 
| still to be determined however 
iby the standard of whether they 








larose out of and in the course | 


/of employment. 

The more recent cases, partic- 
j ularly the Secor v. Penn Service 
jand Martin v. Snuffy’s cases, 
jhave indicated a more liberal 
|trend with respect to compens- 
| ability of horseplay and skylark- 
jing cases than did the earlier 
|cases. These two cases indicate 


| that a deviation from the em- | 
|ployee’s duties does not take | 
him out of the course of his em- | 


| ployment if, first, it was a “mo- 
;mentary or impulsive” 
|conscious excursion” from the 
employment; and _ second, 
deviation was “minor” and “real- 
istically viewed by both the em- 
ployer and the employee as a 
normal incidence of the em- 
ployment relation”; and that “a 
playful shove, an angry curse, or 
even an impulsive slap” when 
not motivated by a personal feud 





or wilful misconduct importing 
premeditation and deliberate ac- 


one as | 
|opposed to a “deliberate and | 


the | 


tion, would not make one an ag- 
gressor depriving him of com- 
pensation. 

Applying this philosophy to 
the case here, petitioner’s claim 
is compensable. The conduct 
here was not done with any mal- 
ice or intent to injure and was, 
on the proofs, accomplished in 
a sportive spirit akin to the 
“playful shove” mentioned in 
the Martin case. 

Judgment for petitioner. 


ZONING — Held, under zoning 
ordinance here, easements for 
common access cannot be in- 
cluded in calculating individ- 
ual lot areas for purpose of 
minimum lot area _ require- 
ment. 

—Private ways of common ac- 


general meaning of open lot 
space in zoning and planning. 
ZONING — WORDS AND 


portion of plotted territory set 
apart for individual and pri- 
vate use; “streets” mean that 
portion set aside and desig- 
nated for the use of the pub- 
lic. 

—The undifferentiated word 
“streets”, in a planning and 
zoning sense, generally extends 
to all access ways in common 
though not public use, and is 
used in contradistinction to the 
term “lot” which denotes 
strictly private use. 

STATUTES — ORDINANCES — 
While contemporaneous con- 
struction of legislation by en- 
forcing authority may be per- 
suasive where the legislation 
is ambiguous, it has no rele- 
vance and is not applied where 
there is no ambiguity. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Conford, J. A. D. rendered April 

1, 1960. Appellate Div. Loveladies 

v. Barnegat. For plaintiffs — 


James M. Davis, Jr. (Powell & 
Davis, attys). For various de- 
fendants — James L. Wilson 


(Berry, Whitson & Berry, attys), 
Norman J. Abrams (Abrams and 
Kestenbaum, attys), Vincent A. 
Grasso (Hiering & Grasso, attys). 

The issue involved is whether 
common easements in the plot 
plans here involved, to provide 
access and egress to the several 
lots in the development, should 
be included in the area of the 
lots from which they are carved 
in determining whether the lots 
meet the minimum lot area re- 
quirements of the local zoning 
ordinance. The plan is so ar- 
ranged that a strip 20 feet wide 
across the front of each lot is 
provided for access to the other 
lots in each tier, thus making a 20 
ft. access way in the case of sin- 
gle tiers and a 40 ft access way 
in cases of double tiers where 
the lots face each other. If the 
easement strip is included in 
calculating the area of each lot, 
the minimum area requirement 
is met; if not, the lot area is 
insufficient. There are no other 
street accesses to the lots and 
the strips involved have not been 
|dedicated as streets though in 
jsome instances they have street 
|names on the plat. 





(buildings “are or may be placed 
| together with the required open 
|spaces .. .” It is clear that the 
|strips are not land on which 
|buildings “may be placed”. The 


cess do not come within the) 


PHRASES — “Lots” mean that | 


| Held: The ordinance defines | 
| “lot” as a parcel of land on which | 
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| Court OKs Police Film, 
| Of Drunk Driver Tes}; 

































ees MUNI 
| CHICAGO (ACCN) — Driaf 1h 
arrested for drunkenness .. my 
|directed in a performance . ane 
“Peter picked a peck of pick. oti 
|peppers” and other  rejjz: yon 
|tongue twisters for a film pM 954-4 
| duced by the Tucson, Ariz. poi heed 
department, the Americal My: 10 0 
cipal Assn. reports. _v.J 
The movies have been r stat 
admissible courtroom e\ taxp 
| Other tests administer ieipa 
|the sound camera are walking 1 is 
| straight line, touching the D matt 
j}the nose with eyes closed are reco’ 
|picking coins from the floor erty 
ie STATL 
{strips are private ways subi confi 
{to common easements of ace: statu 
appurtenant to each of the If the! 
in the tier, and no single ovref form 
would have the right to unij::. ACTIO 
erally interfere with free pas ATIV 
lage thereon. Nor can they 3M for 
considered as part of “the I not « 
quired open spaces’. These op; writ | 
spaces plainly mean the fro: M™ fore | 
rear and side yards, these beir:I the ] 
the only open spaces required: prero 





the ordinance. Further, th: jus: ACTIO: 
















ification for lot size and er of 
requirements in zoning i perm 
vide sufficient open comn 
around buildings for fact | 


recreation and to enhance 
appearance of the genera! 
borhood. Thus these e: 
do not come technically 
the meaning of the ph: 
quired open spaces’, nor y¥ 
the rationale justifying an 
derlying minimum lot a 
lot space regulations. 

If these strips had been ded: 
cated as public streets instead « 
being reserved as private eas: 


ments, no colorable claim : 
their inclusion in required 
area would be maint 


“Lots” and “streets” are two 
arate and distinct terms. li 
include that area set 
private use and occupancy, 
streets mean that portion # 
aside for use by the public. T. 
relevant inquiry depend 
how title is held but 
function which each area is 
serve. Public streets cannot 
erly be included in lot 
culations and for the 
purposes the basic diff 
between lots and publi es 
is applicable as well to priv: 
streets. Furthermore, the unc-- 
ferentiated term “streets” in 
planning and zoning se 
in this jurisdiction gens 
corded a scope extendi 
access ways in common 
not public use, and it is 
contradistinction to ti 
“lot” which denotes str 
dividual and private use 
Defendants argue that mu 
icipal approval of these 2 
other similar plats indica 
real meaning of the ord 
provisions and that the constr 
tion thus disclosed should 0 
accepted by the court. Wi+ 
contemporaneous construction « 
statutes or ordinances | 
enforcing authorities 
persuasive where SI 
doubts as to meaning a! 
ent on the face of legis 
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plied where, as here, there is > 
such ambiguity. ; 

Reversed with direction 0! ¢ 
try of judgment for plain 
No costs. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


{UNICIPAL LAW — Where ac- 


tion is brought on behalf of | 


municipality under N. J. S. 
94:15-18 application to and 
consent of Court to prosecute 
action is required and where 
same is brought under N. J. S. 
94:49-1, while no consent is 
needed, it must be brought by 
10 or more freeholders. 

vy. J. 8. 2A:15-18 is a general 


statute dealing with actions by app! 


taxpayers on behalf of mun- 
icipalities while N. J. S. 2A:49- 
1 is a specific statute on such 
matter limited to actions to 
recover money, funds or prop- 
erty of the municipality. 

TATUTES — Where there is a 
conflict between a_ general 
statute and a specific statute 
the latter will prevail over the 
former where it applies. 


ACTIONS IN LIEU OF PREROG- 
ATIVE 


WRITS — An action 
for monetary damages was 
not cognizable by prerogative 
writ prior to 1948 and is there- 
fore not within the purview of 
the present action in lieu of 
prerogative writ. 


ACTIONS — PARTIES — Joind- 


er of parties defendant is not 
permissible unless there is a 
common question of law or 
fact involved. 

ested from an opinion by 
an, J. A. D. rendered 
farch 28, 1960. Appellate Div. 
ppolito v. Hoboken. For plain- 
(Kapp 
rs, attys). For defendants 
tt Alfred W. Kiefer 
r & Bollerman, attys). For 
City — E. Norman 
Robert F. McAlevy Jr., 






faenh 


Jant 


Le ooey 


endants appeal, pursuant 
>, from an order granting 
leave to amend their 


riginal complaint charg- 


that 


t the City advertised for 
a garbage collection 
*t on March 18, 1959; that 





jant A. Rotondo submitted 
rest bid for three years 
plaintiff Ippolito sub- 
he next lowest bid and 
t Iommetti submitted 
st bid; that a contract 
irded to Rotondo on 
25, 1959; that Iommetti 
tondo conspired to de- 







| said 


plaintiff and the city 


by agreeing to share the work | 


to be done and the profits real- 
ized from an award of the con- 
tract to either of them and by 
agreeing Iommetti would submit 
a high bid and Rotondo a low 
bid, with the understanding each 
would have a common interest 
in each bid. Plaintiffs alleged 
that said agreement was con- 
trary to public policy and to the 
icable statutes and that the 
vard of the contract to Rotondo 
s therefore null and void. 






at a recent public Senate hear- 
i it was disclosed that Iom- 
metti and Rotondo had so illeg- 
nd collusively agreed with 


ii y aliu 

he result that Rotondo’s moral 

rrity has been impugned 

he is therefore not the low- 

est responsible bidder and there- 

he award of the contract 
zal, null and void. 









After answer by all defendants 
and completion of discovery 
proceedings, plaintiffs moved to 
amend the complaint by adding 
two counts. In the second, plain- 
tiff Federico, a taxpayer of Ho- 
boken, alleges Iommetti had ob- 
tained a garbage removal con- 
tract from the City in 1956 for 
a three year period, which con- 
tract included a _ specification 
that there should be no assign- 
ment, subletting or transfer of 
any part of the contract or of 
any money to become due there- 
under, without the consent of 
the City, and that contrary to 
specification Rotondo as- 
signed, sublet, transferred and 
sub-contracted the contract to 
Rotondo for approximately $9,675 
per month thereby making an 
illegal profit of approximately 


a= & ee 


iover $200,000 during the entire 


term of the contract. Federico 
demands damages on this count 
against Iommetti for $750,000 al- 
leging that by reason of the fore- 
going all moneys paid to Iom- 
metti were illegally paid and 
fraudulently received. 

In the third count Federico 
repeats the allegations of the 
first and second counts and ad- 
ditionally alleges that prior to 
the award to the 1956 contract 
Iommetti and Rotondo unlaw- 
fully conspired to defraud the 
City by substituting Rotondo 
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| Yes—and it can be for you too. 
| It's likely that among the more than 675,000 
| titles in our plant we have back title on the 


very one you are about to examine. 
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*& 


TRENTON 
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exact ) 


building our title plant. An important asset? 


We invite your inquiry. 
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IN THE STATE 


New JERSEY REALTY TITLE 
INSURANCE COMPANY 


NEWARK 
HACKENSACK 
NEW BRUNSWICK 


we have been 





FREEHOLD 








|for Iommetti for performance of 
| the contract, and again demands 
750,000 damages. 

Held: Defendants contend the 
'allowance of the joinder of the 
new causes of action was unlaw- 
ful because there was no compli- 
ance with either N. J. S. 2A:15-18 
or N. J. S. 2A:49-1 and therefore 
Federico had no right to insti- 
tute the actions contemplated 
therein. 

N. J. S. 2A:15-18 confers the 
right on a taxpayer and resident 
of a municipality to prosecute an 
action on behalf of and in the 
a p 






name of ality upon 
any claim or demand of said 
municipality where (1) the gov- 


erning body fails to prosecute 





and (2) a court in which such 
claim is cognizable first deter- 
mines that t terest of the 
municipality would be promoted 
thereby and sents to the 
bringing of such action. 

| N. J. S. 2A:49-1 confers the 
right on 10 freeholders of a mun- 
|icipality, without prior consent, 
ito maintain an ‘tion for re- 
covery of “moneys, funds or 





other property of the municipal- 
ity.” This statute restricts the 
action to recovery of “moneys, 
funds or other property.” 

The former statute is general 
in its application the latter 
specific. Where there is a con- 
flict between a general statute 
and a specific one covering a 
subject in a more minute and 
definite way, the latter will pre- 
vail over the former, where it 
applies, and will be considered 
an exception to the general 
statute. 

In the instant case, plaintiff 
not qualifying as “10 freehold- 
ers” etc, and not having applied 
to the court for leave to com- 
mence and prosecute the action 
contemplated in the two counts, 
nor any order having been en- 
tered that the interests of Ho- 
boken would be promoted there- 
by, he has no right to bring this 
action without regard to wheth- 
er the claim asserted be deemed 
to be of the specific kind covered 
by N. J. S. 2A:49-1. 

Plaintiffs seek to overcome the 
bar of the above statutes by ar- 
guing the added counts are ac- 
tions in the nature of preroga- 
tive writs, available to any tax- 
payer beyond the purview of the 


> 
}or 


>? 
ALLL 











above statutes. But the counts 
are not for actions in lieu of pre- 
rogative writ. The counts are 
not suits contesting the validity 
of the City’s actions but rather 
actions by the City for mone- 
{tary damages. For this there is 


an adequate remedy at law. Cer- 
tiorari was not available where 
there existed anoth adequate 
remedy. The relief sought was 
not available by prerogative writ 
prior to 1948 and is therefore not 
within the purview of todays ac- 
tion in lieu of prerogative writ. 
Though the foregoing would 
be dispositive cf the approval, 
it is desirable to dispose of the 
matter on a broader basis. 





- 
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Defendants contend the addi- | 


tion of the second and third 
counts in effect joins parties de- 
fendant contrary to R.R. 4:33-1 


(a). That rule provides for join- | 
action as | 
asserted | 


der of persons in one 
defendants if there 
against them any right arising 
out of the same saction or 
series of transactions and in- 
|volving a common question of 
law or fact. In the present case 
ithere is no question of law or 
| fact common to the first and the 
two added counts 


is 


tro 





While determination 
jsubject matter sought to be| 
jraised by the added counts 


| should be had, this should be in 
|a separate action and should not 
|be permitted to delay and con- 
|fuse expeditious determination 
of the original action which in- 
volves this most essential of 
|municipal services. 
Reversed. 


Announcement 
George J. Nicola has moved 


| his offices to 151 Church St., New 
‘Brunswick. 


of the 


CRIMINAL LAW — In the ab- 
sence of statute requiring 
otherwise, a conviction for a 
morals or sex offense may be 
sustained on the uncorrobor- 
ated testimony of the victim. 
PRACTICE — NEW TRIAL — 
Wheére.motion for taking addi- 
tional testimony made by de- 
fendant after conviction on 
trial without jury is in reality 
motion for new trial, such mo- 
tion is governed by time lim- 





itations on motion for new 
trial in R.R. 3:7-11. 


than on grounds of newly dis- 


Is 

made within said 10 days. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Haneman, J. A. D. rendered 
March 30, 1960. Appellate Div. 
State v. Fleckenstein. For appel- 
lant—pro se. 
Frank A. Dolan, Pros. 

Defendant was convicted on 
two indictments charging acts 
of lewdness and carnal indec- 
ency in violation of N. J. S. 2A: 
115-1. He appeals from his con- 
viction and from the trial courts 
denial of his motion to take ad- 
ditional testimony and for a new 
trial, made more than 10 days 
after his conviction. He asserts 
his conviction must be set aside 
because of lack of corroboration 
of the testimony of the com- 
plaining witness. 

Held: Defendant cites State v. 
Lefante, 14 N. J. 584, and sev- 
eral New York cases for the pro- 
position that in morals cases 
such as that sub judice, corrob- 
oration is required in order for 
the State to obtain a conviction. 
However, State v. Lefante does 
not so hold and the New York 
cases are not authority for the 
principle urged since the deci- 
sions there were influenced by a 


roboration in instances involving 
testimony of children under 12 
years of age who do not under- 
stand the nature of an oath. This 
state has no comparable statute. 

The rule at common law and 
in most jurisdictions today is 


conviction for a morals or sex 


uncorroborated testimony of the 
victim. New Jersey statutes gen- 
erally do not require corrobora- 
tion for a conviction for a morals 
offense. In the exceptional cases 
where the Legislature intended 
|to impose such requirement, it 
| did so expressly, as, for example 
lin N. J. S. 2A:142-3 dealing with 
seduction and N. J. S. 2A:148-1 
| dealing with treason. The crime 
| with which defendant herein is 
|charged, does not require cor- 
|/roboration of the complaining | 
witness and our cases indicate | 
such corroboration is not requir- | 
|ed by any general rule. | 
| R.R. 3:7-11 provides that the | 
|court may grant a new trial if | 








Corp. Can't Conspire 
With Own Agents To 
Violate Trust Laws 


A corporation cannot conspire 
with itself, i.e., its officers, agents 
and employees, to violate the 
Anti-Trust Laws of the United 
States, and the fact that the 
agent or officer alleged to have 
been part of the conspiracy was 
a stockholder, or the only stock- 
holder of the corporation, does 


|not impinge on this fundamental 


For the State— | 





New York statute requiring cor- | 


that in the absence of statute, a | 


offense may be sustained on the | 


—Motion for new trial other |"Ule. In order to constitute an 


interdicted conspiracy there 


covered evidence must be made |™ust be separate corporate or 
within 10 days of conviction |°ther conspirators, and not just 


unless time for making same | °"€ acting through its proper 
extended by application jagent. This was the holding of 


the U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Third Circuit in Goldlawn 
v. Shubert, ete. No. 12974, 
amended opinion by McLaugh- 
lin, C. J., filed March 25, 1960. 
required in the interest of jus- 
tice and that a motion for a new 
trial based on the ground of 
newly discovered evidence may 
be made at any time but that “a 
motion for new trial based on 
any other grounds shall be made 
within 10 days after verdict or 
finding of guilty, or within such 
further time as the court may 
fix during the 10-day period”. 

The trial court correctly ruled 
that defendant’s motion for tak- 
ing additional testimony was in 
reality nothing more than a mo- 
tion for a new trial. Since the 
motion was neither made within 
10 days after he was found guilty 
nor based on newly discovered 
evidence, and since defendant 
did not move within the 10-day 
period for an extension of time 
within which to move for a new 
trial, the motion was properly 
denied. 

Affirmed. 
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Details of State Bar Continuing Education 


Raymond Del Tufo, Jr., | 
ministrator of the State Bar’s 
Continuing Legal Education Pro- 
gram, announces that the four 
courses or seminars announced 
in the March 24th issue of the 
Law Journal will cover the sub- 
jects of “Evaluation of a Per- | 
sonal Injury Case”, “Negotia- 
tions for Settlement” and “The 
Preparation and Trial of a Civil | 
Action”. The panel of lecturers, | 
all members of the Philadelphia | 
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A REMEDY FOR INEQUALITY IN TAX ASSESSMENTS 


Equal assessments of like properties appear as the basic test 
of the integrity of our local taxing system. The courts have recog- 
nized this test as so important as to override the statutory stand- 
ard of valuation, where a choice must be made between them. 
Previously in these columns we noted the current need of an ade- 
quate method to establish the fact of discrimination in assessments, 
as the “common level” problem. If Senate No. 2, now pending, is 
enacted such a remedy will be provided. 

To appreciate the importance of the pending legislation, it is 
essential to note the two different senses in which the term “equal- 
ization” has been used. One meaning has been to equalize the total 
aggregate tax roll of a taxing district. Historically, this has pre- 
sented no problem of law; it was essentially a question of admin- 
istrative practice which was finally resolved by the adoption of the 
state school aid equalization law. 

Under that law the state’s Local Property Tax Bureau contin- 
uously screens and samples real estate transfers and determines 
the average ratio of assessed valuation to market value (sales price) 
of the total assessed valuation in each taxing district. These ratios 
permit an inter-district equalization of the total tax roll and thus 
provide a uniform measure of local ability to support schools—a 
key element in the formula for state aid to schools. Such equaliza- 
tion does not change any taxpayer’s assessed valuation. 

The second sense in which “equalization” is used refers to 
equality of treatment of individual taxpayers. This is where deci- 
sions of the courts in recent years have made a major contribution 
and also left a major legislative problem. The Baldwin case (16 N. J. 
329) in effect overruling Royal Manufacturing (76 N. J. L. 402, 78 
N. J. L. 337) first recognized that the elimination of the “true 
value” requirement from the Constitution of 1947 made it appro- 
priate to reduce an individual assessment to achieve equality with 
the assessments generally in the taxing district, even though the 
taxpayer was not being assessed above the statutory standard of 
true value. This decision, like the Gibralter case which followed 
(20 N. J. 213), did not find it necessary to determine the assess- 
ment ratio to which the taxpayer should be reduced. 

The nub of the common level problem was presented when 
taxpayers sought to use the average assessment ratios established 
by the Local Property Tax Bureau of the Division of Taxation as 
proof of the “common level” of assessments in the taxing district. 
In Lackawanna (23 N. J. 56, and Jat (47 N. J. Super. 571, cert. den. 
278) the courts denied such use of the equalization ratios. This 
leaves the taxpayer with the burden of proving the common level 
as well as the discrimination against him. Moreover, the exact 
degree of discrimination which the courts will consider as sufficient 
to justify relief is yet to be defined by the decisions. 

Against this background, the significance of S 2 (1960) becomes 
apparent. It would resolve two key questions by 1) establishing a 
definition of “common level’’ and 2) affording an aggrieved tax- 
payer a positive right to be reduced to the common level so defined. 
The definition itself is pragmatic. It recognizes that the best 
assessor will produce assessment ratios for individual properties 
which differ more or less from the standard he is seeking to enforce. 
Based upon this observation, the bill fixes the common level as a 
band rather than a line. This band is determined by the two lines 
which are respectively, 115% and 85% of the unweighted average 
assessment ratio of the taxing district, that is, the average plus and 
minus 15% of such average. For example, if a taxing district had 
an unweighted average assessment ratio of 50%, the common level 
would be between 57144% and 4212%. 

Tax studies in this state and New York State particularly have 
shown that the coefficient of dispersion in the best assessments 
cannot be reduced much below 15%. Computed by dividing the 
average deviation of all individual assessment ratios from the 
average assessment ratio by such average ratio, the coefficient of 
dispersion is a measure of the success of the assessor in achieving 
equalization of his assessments. In a paper read before the 1959 
annual meeting of the National Association of Tax Administrators, 
William Kingsley, Acting Director of the New Jersey Division of 
Taxation, reported great improvement in the coefficients of dis- 
persion after revaluations of some 28 taxing districts, but, signifi- 
cantly, there were none as low as 11%. 

In summary, any taxpayer whose assessment falls within the 
normal range of variation from the average would receive no help 
from S 2. Any taxpayer who can prove that his assessment ratio 
falls outside the band will have made a case of discrimination. 


Bar, are noted trial lawyers who | 
have demonstrated their ability | 
as lecturers as well. 

| At each seminar one lecturer 
| will speak as the plaintiff’s at- 
torney and one as the defend- 
ant’s attorney. The subjects will 
be presented at a practical level 
for general practitioners. Regis- 
tration for the New Brunswick 
seminar is $6.50 with luncheon 
extra and that for the other 
three courses is $8.50 each in- 
cluding luncheon. 

“This is only the start of a 
long-range program’, said Mr. 
Del Tufo. ‘In the future, courses 
on various subjects of interest 
and value to New Jersey Law- 
yers, will be presented at inter- 








Urges Ownership of FHA 


WASHINGTON (ACCN) — To 
tap a “substantial and entirely 
new source of funds for invest- 
ment in home mortgages insured 
by Federal Housing administra- 
tion,” and thus make home own- 
ership possible for thousands of 
additional families, the National 
Assn. of Real Estate Boards rec- 
ommended today that FHA al- 
low individuals, in addition to 
approved financial institutions, 
to own mortgages insured by it. 

“While there has been a slight 
but encouraging improvement in 
the mortgage money market of 
late, there is no blinking at the 
fact that the potential demand 
for homes is greater than can be 
met by the supply of funds avail- 
able for mortgage finance on 
realistic terms,” explained Ro- 
bert E. Scott, committee chair- 
man. 

Scott went on to explain that 
the resolution calls on the FHA 
commissioner to make a change 
in current agency procedures 
that will allow individuals to 
hold FHA-insured mortgages 
provided they are originated, 
processed, closed, and serviced 
by FHA-chartered mortgagees. 

Under the suggested arrange- 
ment, he explained, there would 
be no danger that the FHA in- 
surance would be jeopardized 
through handling by laymen un- 
familiar with FHA regulations. 

He pointed out also that finan- 
cial institutions frequently make 
conventional home loans and 
sell them to individual investors. 
This cannot be done in the case 
of FHA-insured loans, however, 
because the agency’s present 
regulations provide that such 
loans may be made and held 
solely by “approved mortgagees” 
— that is, corporations capital- 
ized at $100,000 or more and 
meeting FHA’s rigid require- 
ments. 

By acting administratively to 
remove this limitation, Scott 
|said, “an entirely new market 
jcan be created for mortgage 
|loans among individuals — par- 
|ticularly homesellers who would 
| welcome the opportunity to take 
|back an FHA-insured purchase 
money mortgage rather than 
pay the discounts currently pre- 
vailing in the market.” 





Courses Announced 


vals of three or four per year in 
different communities through- 
out the state”. 

Local sponsors and chairmen 
for the seminars include: 

New Brunswick, April 23. Spon- 
sor — Middlesex County Bar 
Ass’n; Daniel L. Golden and 


|David M. Greene. 


Paterson, April 30: Sponsors— 
Passaic and Bergen County Bar 
Ass’ns; David Harrison, Harry C. 
Peterson and Hon. Laurence A. 
Cavinato. 

Newton, May 14: Sponsors — 
Sussex, Morris & Warren Coun- 
ty Bar Ass’ns; James M. Barry, 
Hon. Vito A. Concilio, Frederic 
G. Weber, Joseph Rosenberg and 
Edward E. Stover. 

Camden, June 4: Sponsors — 
Camden, Burlington, Cumber- 
land and Salem County Bar 
Ass’ns; Martin L. Haines, Wil- 
liam S. Zink, William H. Wells, 
William Gallner, Oakford W. 
Acton, Jr. and Hon. Thomas M. 
Madden. 

The programs are presented 
with the cooperation of the Joint 
Committee on Continuing Legal 
|Education of the American Law 
|Institute and the American Bar 
|Association. This organization, 


|with headquarters in Philadel- 


|the Philadelphia Bar as Director, 
|assists state and local bar assoc- 
liotions and other organizations 
'in conducting programs for con- 
|tinuing training of lawyers. 

| The State Bar committee in 
|charge consists of Willard G. 
Woelper, Chairman, Henry E. 
Ackerson, Hon. Alfred C. Clapp, 
Hon. Phillip Forman, John J. 
Gibbons, James A. Major, George 
R. Morrison, William J. Timney, 
Jr., William A. Wachenfeld, Ed- 
ward G. Weiss, Hugh C. Sper- 
now, Ex-Officio. 

Further information may be 
obtained from Raymond Del 
Tufo, Jr., 40 Clinton St., Newark, 
or John W. Woelfie, Executive 
Director, State Bar Ass’n, 229 
West State St., Trenton 8. Circu- 
lars are being sent to all mem- 
bers of the Bar. 


Nearly 3 Million Tax 
Returns Examined 








| 
| The U. S. took a close look at 
|more tax returns last year than 
jin any of the preceding three 
|years, according to Commerce 
Clearing House, national report- 
jing authority on tax and busi- 
_ law. 

A record total of 2,888,000 tax 
lreturns of all kinds were thor- 
oughly audited by the Internal 
Revenue Service, the CCH report 





d. 
| Official figures show that of 
page corporation returns filed 
in 1959, 173,000, or about one in 
jevery six, were scrutinized by 
|Revenue experts. 
| Of the 59 million individual 
| tax returns filed, about 2-14 mil- 
jlion went through the auditing 
| process. 
| But, this doesn’t tell the whole 
|story! Many millions of indivi- 
|dual taxpayers took the standard 
deduction or reported all in- 
come subject to withholding, 
|narrowing the scope of profit- 
|able audit. If these returns, for 
|which official statistics are not 
|yet available, were subtracted 
from the 59 million total, the re- 
|mainder subject to audit would 
/indicate a much higher percent- 
lage actually audited. 
| These audits, together with 
jother examining procedures, re- 
|sulted in additional tax assess- 
‘ments of $1.8 billion in 1959. 





While perfect equalization of assessments is an unattainable ideal, | 
the bill if enacted would at least settle the tolerable limits of in- | 
equality as a matter of sound public policy. Beyond this, a fair | 
apportionment of the tax burden requires a complete revaluation | 
of the taxing district. Between 1951 and 1960, 265 taxing districts | 
have revalued and an additional 59 are now under contract. This 
is the best way to assure a fair and equitable apportionmert of 
local property taxes, but the proposed legislation would provide a 
history-making protection against failure of the assessment pro- 
cess to achieve proper equalization of taxpayers. 








Monmouth Bar To Hey 
"Stay Alive’ Talk 


The Monmouth Bar Ass’n y 
hold its monthly dinner mee. 
ing at the American Hote] . 
|Freehold on Thursday eyenj;, 


s4hae 





|the evening will be Dr. Pe; 
|Mac Neal, prominent Philag.. 
|phia physician, whose subje- 
will be “Stay Alive”. Pa 
| On the business side, the agy-. 
|}ciation will vote on the adopti,- 
}of the National Interprose:. 
;Sional Code for Physicians 2;- 
|Attorneys after hearing a rep 
jon the subject by Thomas ; 
|Shebell, chairman of the asso, 
lation’s Legal-Medical 
| tee. 











Dedication 


‘Continued from page | 





jin the establishment of a ne; 
|cultural center in the Washine. 
{ton Park area and as part ;: 
the program which began yi: 
ithe construction of the new hor: 
| offices of the Mutual Benefit Li: 
| Insurance Company on Broz; 
| Street. McKinley noted, in pw. 
|ticular, that the location 7: 
| especially fortunate in view ;' 
the recent decision to constru: 
the new Rutgers Newark campu 


Mortgages By Individuals | phia, and with John E. Mulder of |as part of a Title I project ~ 


jan area that will be direct; 
lacross Washington Street, z 
{well as the approval, only : 
month ago, for the new dow:- 
town campus of Seton Hall Ur. 
versity, only a few blocks awa; 
Both university centers will ir. 
clude a law school. 

Launched as a result of a pr- 
posal advanced by Israel £ 


of the fund raising and buildiz 
committees, the Foundation #: 
organized as a non-profit cc- 
poration on December 6, 1$% 
with Joseph H. Stamler as :: 
first president. Within a shor 
time, sufficient funds were pled:- 
ed to enable the making of: 
contract to purchase the Was-- 
ington Street building, and t: 
effort continued under the gui 
ance of the succeeding pre: 
dents, Senator Donal C. Fa 
former Superior Court Judge B- 
erett M. Scherer and David St‘ 
fer. 

A preexisting lease delaye 
occupancy until September - 
1959, when the Foundation to 
possession and began its use ¢: 
the building. In mid-Octobe 
activities were temporarily su 
pended to permit extensive %* 
arrangement of the space, = 
stallation of air-condition 
equipment, suitable lighting ar‘ 
other work, and the building ¥ 
reopened on February 26, 196 

In addition to the first flo 
law library and reading roo 
the building is now furnishe 
with several meeting rooms ‘¢ 
the use of such groups as # 
Supreme Court Committees © 
'Character and Fitness, Ethic 
jand Grievances, the Coun 
|Delegates to the Judicial Cor 
|ference, as well as by large 
|gatherings such as the currel 
‘series of lectures presented 7 
|the New Jersey Institute 
Practicing Lawyers as part ¢ 
its regular educational progra> 

Established exclusively for & 
ucational, scientific and cna 
able purposes, the Foundatc: 
lis intended to function in “* 
| field of law in much the 83 
irelation as the non-profit 5 
|pital and the research labor 


gains 











It is patterned on the sa 
framework as the American B# 
Foundation and is believed t0 * 
the first such institution so“ 
|ganized at the county level. _ 

Funds for the project ¥° 
donated by local business, a 
cial institutions, foundations = 
individuals as well as by laws 
Donations to the building ** 
endowment fund, which s0 * 
exceeds $175,000, are tax exem 
and deductible under 2 a 
|of the U. S. Treasury Dep 
;ment. 


| ex} 
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(Continued from page 1) 





‘klessly operating power ves- 
in tidal waters (N. J. S. A. 
-47) by “Marine Navigation 
t.” Attempt by Legislature 
est in members of executive 
the same powers it gave 










,ent of the acts, N. J. S.A. 
34.32 and 12:7-52, is a vio- 
of Article III of the Con- 
which provides for 
t powers. 
-ourt had original ji 
n over the cause, its orig- 
urisdiction was not inv 
and by reason of 
of the proceedings 
nt before it for appellate 
it should have set aside 
“h viction. 
State v. Jenkins 
spril 4, 1960) 
rsed judgment of App 
57 N. J. Super. 93, vacating 
and directing 
n and remanded matter to 
rial court with directions to al- 
w defendant with aid of assign 


tion 


\K- 


decided 


(A-74 


Dot 


resent- 





der oath to allege, if he s 
the facts to be, h 
intelligibly and under- 
izly waive benefit of 
] at sentence and that his 
ould not have been fairly 
ted without counsel. De- 


that 








ndant’s allegation concerning 
ial of right to counsel is ob- 


and issue as to whether 
waived the right was not 
y before App. Div. It is 
ynable to assume _ that 
ck of counsel at sentencing 
ecessarily involves a likelihood 
f prejudice, especially where 
robation report is so complete 
nd sympathetic. 
Mayer et als v. Montclair Bd. of 
{djustment (A-84, decided Apr. 
4, 1960) 
Reversed judgment of App. 
56 N. J. Super. 296, and re- 
nstated decision of Bd. of Ad- 
Applicable zoning or- 
e precludes use of auto 
g business which is in- 
ided in term “junk yard.” Con- 
factors such as presence 
any conforming uses, loca- 
and nature of the noncon- 
ng uses, and that nature of 
’ proposed use would be 
snt with character of 
- neighborhood, finding by Bd. 
‘ Adjustment that plaintiffs 
-ziled to show special reasons to 
..0W Variance under R.S. 40:55- 
id not unreasonable or ar- 
‘trary and will be sustained. 
Butler et al v. Bakelite Co. et al 
4-67, decided April 4, 1960) 
‘firmed judgment of App. 
Div, 56 N. J. Super. 405, holding 
‘tal where employee was laid 
‘2 by employer and was given 
acation allowance equal to two 
" pay and 17 days later 
non-work-connected 
ility he was not in employ- 
“ént after the discharge within 
=eaning of Temporary Disabil- 









inreas 





tmant 






ing 
man 






















to electorate. Estimates of the 


jity Benefits Law and his bene- 
|fits should be paid from the 
|State Disability Benefits Fund 
|since they had occurred more 
than two weeks after his dis- 
charge. Vacation pay was only 
compensation for vacation not 
taken but did not extend the 
employment beyond the day of 
discharge under that statute. It 
ht be noted, however, that 
a person so discharged would 
not be eligible for unemploy- 
ment compensation benefits un- 
til after period represented by 
the payment as wages had ex- 


pire 








d. 
Fair Lawn Bd. of Ed. v. Fair 
Lawn Plaza Taxi, Ine. (A-100, 
decided April 4, 1960) 

Judgment of App. Div. (55 N. J. 
Super. 357) affirmed for reasons 
expressed therein. 

State v. Butler (A-72, decided 
April 4, 1960) 
Affirmed conviction, on third 


of (robbery) murder in the 


first degree (N. J. S. 24:113-1, -2) 
with sentence of death (See 27 
N. J. 560.) Conviction may be 


had solely upon testimony of an 
accomplice and instruction prop- 
erly directed jury to see whether 
corroboration of that testimony 
pertained to defendant’s con- 
nection with the crime and not 
merely to crime’s commission. 
Statement by accomplice that 
defendant said at time of crime 
that it wasn’t first time he had 
killed was admissible as res ges- 
tae and relevant to issue of in- 
tent. While trial court refused 
to allow defense to cross-exam- 
ine witness as to his mental cap- 
acity before receiving testimony 
of experts on the issue, that was 
within discretion of court and 
did not prejudice defendant, 
especially since he had his ex- 
perts to examine the witness be- 
fore they testified. No prejudi- 


cial error to defendant is shown | 


in other rulings complained of. 

SUPREME COURT 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted 

None. 

SUPERIOR COURT, 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Loveladies Property Owners 
Assn. Inc et als v. Barnegat City 
Service Co., Inc. et als (A-87-59, 

decided March 31, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 2) 
Schinck et als v. Westwood Con- 
sol. School Dist. et als (A-270-59, 
decided March 28, 1960) | 

Affirmed consents given by 
State Com’r of Educ. and Local 
Gov’t Bd. to proposal for new 
school bond issue in excess of 
defendant school district’s debt 
limit, acting under N. J. S. A. 
18:5-86. Upheld constitutionality 
of that section from attack as | 
interposing “alien will” between 
Legislature and electorate as 
those agencies merely determine 
conditions regarding necessity 
for program and capacity to fi- 
nance it prior to its submission 


| 
} 








to U. S. CopE ANNOTA 


law offices. 












Phone: 











MArket 2-2868 


and the court will know you are referring 


by Judges and in thousands of the nation’s 


USC 4 should be in every New Jersey law library 


Just Say... It's in USCA | 


TED—used constantly 


|*Robert S. Solomon 


| Joseph Lawrence Stonaker 


|Barbara Ann Van 


SONEY & SAGE CO. | 


|*Herbert Arthur Vogel 


744 Broad Street §) 
Newark 2, N. J. 





|*William A. Greenberg 


|*Howard A. Mitnick 


|*Wendell Atkins Smith 


Notice Re: Motions 


| The regular motion day in the 
Superior and County Courts for 
the week of April 25th, will be 
Friday, April 29th, except in 
those specific instances where a 
particular judge has announced 
otherwise. The notice last week 
that the regular motion day 
would be Thursday, April 28, was 





incorrect. Thus far, Judge Frank 
J. Kingfield has announced that 


Truck Insurer Held Primary Insurer In 
Unloading Accident 








;insured vehicle, not the cargo, 
j}and yet was necessitated solely 
by virtue of the unloading pro- 
Nip ‘cess. It is immaterial whether 
The U. S. Court of Appeals for | the cargo came to rest or did not 
the Third Circuit affirmed a U.S. Come to rest—it was not a factor 
District Court decision holding |i" the accident. The rear wheels 
that a truck insurance policy is | ad to be removed in order to 


the primary coverage for injuries drive the shovel from the trail- 
sustained as a result of a crane, |©?- 4nd the wheels had to be re- 


Independent Unloader’s 
Insurance Held Excess 
Coverage Only 


ic tine dae <eitl | ; / 
his motion day will be Thursday, | Gnich was being used to unload | Placed. By analogy, the body of 


April 28th, 
April 29th, as he 


instead of Friday, | 
will be attend- | 
ing the Judicial Conference on 
the latter date. | 
The motion 


’ for the week | 











of April 11th will be Thursday, | 
April 14th, and there will be no 
regular motion day in the week 
of April 18th as the courts will 
be in Easter recess. 

Com’r and of the Board were 
based upon entirely adequate 
and substantial evidence and 
were not arbitrary or unreason- 
able. 

State v. Fleckenstein (A-786-58, | 
decided March 28, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 3) 


Ippolito et als v. Mayor, City of | 
Hoboken, et als (A-318-59, de- | 
cided March 23, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 3) 
SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Furness v. Sinquett et als (Cam- 
den Co. C-2378-58, decided March 

24, 1960) 
(Full digest on page 1) 
COUNTY COURT 
Diaz v. Newark Industrial Spray- 
ing, Inc. (Essex Co., Law Div., 
A-3966, decided March 23, 1960) 
(Full digest on page 2) 


New Attorneys 


(Continued from page 1) 














*Robert H. Folk 


*Richard Grout Freeman that it was within the “use | Member of American Institute of 
John B. Manning Frohling clause” of A’s policy. Said the Real Estate Appraisers 
Louis Thomas Gallo | court. | 


Geoffrey Gaulkin 
Harold L. Gechtman 
*Eugene Louis Goceljak 


|}a 
|was solely excess coverage. 


'A, owner of the trailer truck on 
| Which 
|was being transported, retained 
'B to provide a mobile crane and 
|operator to aid in unloading the 
shovel. In order to unload the 
| Shovel, it was first necessary to 
|remove the rear wheels of the 
| trailer. This was done and the 
| Shovel driven off. It then became 
|necessary to replace the rear pl 
wheels. The crane was used for 
| this : : ? 
|were replaced without incident by A's policy, bie one liable for 
but in replacing the right wheels accidental injury arising out of 
ithe crane came in contact with 
a high tension line and trans- |_, 
|mitted an electric current which C. J., ear 
injured the driver of the truck Federal Ins. v. Michigan Mutual, 


}and trailer. He sued B. 


the Court of Appeals held it was 
not here necessary to determine 
'whether the “Coming to Rest” |= 
, doctrine or the “Complete Op- | 
eration” doctrine applied to the | 
loading and unloading 
for in any event the injury here 
occurred in what was part of the 
unloading operation, 


of an operation concerning the 


the truck, coming in contact with 2 dump truck must be raised in 
high tension wire, and that order to cause the dirt or sand to 
=) slide to the ground. It would be 
rather far fetched to aver that 
because the cargo is resting on 
the ground that the lowering of 
the truck is not part of the 
dumping operation. So too, in 
this instance, replacing the rear 
wheels was part of the unload- 
ing operation.” 

Continuing, the court held, A 
permitted use of the truck and 
trailer for delivering and un- 
loading the shovel, that B in re- 
acing the rear wheels was com- 
pleting the unloading operation, 
and that B was therefore covered 


the policy on the crane operator | 


In the case before the court, 


a large dragline shovel 


purpose. The left wheels 


use of the vehicle. 
The opinion, by McLaughlin, 
was filed March 25, 1960 in 


Nos. 12950, 12951. 





A’s truck was insured by 


a 
policy containing the usual om- LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 
nibus clause and a loading and 
unloading clause. B was insured | 
under a comprehensive liability 
policy. 


24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 


SEYMOUR RING 
107 Schuyler Avenue 
Newark 12, N. J. 
WaAverly 6-5324 


In affirming the ruling below, 











HARRY A. TAYLOR 


and Associates 


REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
AND CONSULTANTS 


clause, | 


and also 


23 South Harrison Street 


“The injury arose in the course East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 











*William D. Gorgone 





Robert P. Gorman 
Carl Greenberg 


*Alvin M. Gross 
Richard Gruen 
David Louis Hack 
George B. Henkel 
*Ralph Oscar Hilme: 
Morton Hirschklau 
John F. Jennings, IV 
*Bruce W. Kauffman 
Alfred Howard Kaye 
Edward L. Keefe 
Michael Patrick 
Ralph J. Kmiec 
*Jerome J. LaPenna 
*D. Vincent Lazzaro 


King 





Lawrence Lerner 














Specialists 
APPENDICES AND 


LAW PRINTERS 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL 
ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 


JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager 























Robert Linder 
David Linett 
Arthur Dennis Loring 
*George Albert Mauro 
William D. McGovern 
Martin P. McLoughlin 
John H. Mead 

John L. Milling 
Harvey M. Mitnick 


Fred A. Napolitano 
Sonia Napolitano 
Barry Tallman Parker 
*Donald D. Phillips 
*Anne B. Piltzer 
Sylvia B. Pressler 
Harold Arthur Rader 
*Sanford Rader 
Norman Robbins 
Edward F. Ryan 
Donald Gray Schenk 
John Selawsky 

Jack E. Shames 

Floyd Shapiro 
*Annamay T. Sheppard 
Ivan Martin Sherman 
Allan Shoopak 
Thomas Simpson 





Karl Z. Sosland 
*Kenneth T. Statmore 
Gerald Richard Stockman 
John B. Stoddart, Jr 


*Thomas K. J. Tuso 
Horn 
*John Varjabedian 

G. N. Venezia 


*William Henry Von Oehsen, Jr. 
*John P. Walsh 
Frederick J. Wethly 
Arthur W. Whitley 
*Alfred M. Wolin 


Jr 





*Indicates plenary admission. 








Announcing... 


LEGAL INSTRUMENTS 
and 
FEDERAL TAXATION 


The Lawyer’s Tax Manual, Second Edition, By 
ALFRED S. PELLARD and GERALD J. ROBINSON 


Know the tax consequences of transactions you are called upen 
te consummate, and documents you are called upon to draw— 


e@ A practical working manual enabling the lawyer to readily 
recognize today’s tax consequences in important legal trans- 
actions and instruments. 


@ Forms and clauses are furnished to illustrate a given tax 
result, including wills, trusts, agreements . . . also illustrative 
Treasury Forms as required. 

@ Modern Loose-Leaf Compression Binder will receive new and 


supplemental pages containing changes and additions as 
new legislation, regulations, rulings and decisions develop. 


ONE LARGE LOOSE-LEAF VOLUME .. . PRICE $20.00 


GANN LAW BOOKS 
MArket 4-5533 


224 MARKET STREET NEWARK 2, N. J. 


| ss 
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Practice, Pretrial and Calendar Control 


were all represented.” tt 
Federal court judges have pur- 
sued the concept of severance of 
issues of liability and damages 
in accident cases as an effective 
means to eliminate congestion.’ 
“Pursuant to and in further- 
ance of Rule 42(b), Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure, to 
curtail undue delay in the ad- 
ministration of justice in per- 
sonal injury and other civil 
litigation wherein the issue of 
liability may be adjudicated 
as a prerequisite to the deter- 
mination of any or all other 
issues, in jury and non-jury 
cases, a separate trial may be 
had upon such issue of liabili- 
ty, upon motion of any of the 
parties or at the Court’s direc- 
tion, in any claim, cross-claim, 


(Continued from page 1) 


Mr. Pettengil’ described the role 
of the State Bar Committee: 
“The State Bar Committee 
sponsored a citizens’ commit- 
tee which was to be completely 
divorced from the State Bar 
Association. It was to be truly 
a laymen’s group with a mini- 
mum of lawyers except that 
the chairman was a former 
President of the State Bar As- 
sociation who had served on 
its special committee. The 
Citizens’ committee first pro- 
ceeded to incorporate under 
the name of the Connecticut 
Citizens for Better Courts and 
invited the senior past Chief 
Justice of the Connecticut 
Supreme Court of Errors to 





serve as honorary chairman.; ¢oynterclaim, or third-party 
The other four living past chief claim.” 
justices agreed to serve as an ; a 

There is no unanimity con- 


advisory board. The commit- 
tee were carefully selected to 
represent a cross section of 
the state, geographically and 
vocationally. Education, in- 
dustry, labor and the farmers 


cerning the cause of calendar 
congestion. Nims attributes 
causation to a hostile legislature 
and the attitude of lawyers who, 
he states, like delay.” The Na- 


i" tional Bureau of Casualty 
6. PETTENGILL COURT REORGANIZA- | Underwriters and Mutual Insur- 
TION SUOOBPSS IN CON NEOTIOUT—46 = ‘ 
\.B.A.J.. pp. 58-61 (January, 1960) (Mem-|ance Rating Bureau suggested | 


wr of the Connecticut Bar). that people 
were claim-minded.’ It has been 


suggested that narrowing of 








Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 

Associated Adjusters 


786 Broad St., Newark 2 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 


specialization has _ increased 
problems of congestion. Some 


“trial attorney.” 
have condemned the trial by 
jury concept” and absence of 
adequate pretrial procedure” as | 
contributing forces. Some have 
advocated elimination of auto- 
mobile cases.” 











ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 

ett heagag mee Th limitless other sug- 

9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK scninittncendedlinn * ae 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 ip age 
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“Facts is contrary Z mules.” 
—JAMES RUSSELL LOWELL 
If by “contrary” the author meant “stubborn”, 
common attribute of mules, it is true that you 
can’t change, force or budge actual proven facts 
—including basic facts that show up in a title 


examination. 


But in title parlance “contrary” implies a 
condition or situation at variance with supposed 
facts. We never hold a title uninsurable until we 
have determined and weighed all the facts and, 


the pertinent law. 


If you have a title problem an effective first 
step towards its solution is a speedy, but all- 
inclusive fact-sifting job by TG specialists. 


THE TITLE GUARANTEE 
COMPANY 








CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 1883 
NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 
MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT AND GEORGIA 


KS and other states through qualified insurers re 











in Massachusetts | 
available trial attorneys by trial | 


have blamed law schools for not | 
instilling the concept of the | 
Extreme views | 


~|A. INCREASE OF THE JUDICI- 


YAGER—op (7 UCLA 
Law Rev. at SI) Fiebia At RULE $216) 
S. See: (44 A.B.ALN 92) 
9. See: REARDON civ, DOCKET OON- 
—We Cooperate With Attorneys— GESTION. A MASSACHUSETTS ANSWER, 
op. cit., supra (39 Boston L. a a sae) 
SARASOHN & CO 10. See: YAGER—op. cit... supr: U 
. L.A. LAW REV.) see BURNES RE FOR M 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE IN) ENGLAND— 
65 Comm. L.J 14, 15 (January, 1960) (Dr 
POLICYHOLDER ~—— -s— Dean—Miami U. School of Law) | 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 11. See: CHANDLER--DISCOVERY aD | 
PRETRIAI PROCEDURE IN FEDEI 
Newark 2, N. J. COURTS—12 Okla. L. Rev., pp. 321 330 
MArket 2-4990 August, 1959). 
12. Se Note 10 
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ment of judgepower from the 
district courts. Greater coordina- 
tion between heavy trial firms 
and the courts is a worthy sub- 
ject of further inquiry. The chal- 
lenge of creating a balance be- 
tween the less congested counties 
and those of heavier litigations 
may aid in the elimination of 
localized congestion. 
D. CONSIDERATIONS OF PRE- 
TRIAL 

Notable progress in pre-trial 

reform is discerned in Ohio,” and 


gestions which have been offered 
to identify causation. 

Varied are the suggestions 
which seek to contribute a cure. 
The extreme views suggest re- 
moval of automobile cases or 
trial by jury.” The recent Fed- 
eral experiment severs issues of 
liability and damages under 
Rule 42 (b). More persuasive 
suggestions relate to (a) increas- 
ing the judiciary,* (b) improv- 
ing the problem of conflicting 
engagements of counsel, (c) 
sharpening pretrial practice, (d) | the federal courts.” 
better contact with bar associa-| since New Jersey is presently | 
tions, (e) more efficient use of | undergoing a program of study | 
lower court judges. 

A multitude of miscellaneous | that all preliminary comment 
methods are also offered. |be withheld pending its results. | 

The New York Commission 0n|The Committee wishes to call | 
the Administration of Justice |the attention of the Bar to this 
recommended the use of tem-| 
porary hearing officers, in heavy 
backlog areas. This suggestion 
was made after examination of 
2,000 Massachusetts cases dis- 
closed that 89% were disposed 
of without a trial. 

Mr. Nims advocates:” 
“No court with a substantial 
case load can afford to ignore | 
this plan, if for no other 
reason because it is a practical 
method of dealing with back- 
logs in general and also with 
bad core cases.” 

“Under this system the court 

is empowered, in its discretion, 

to refer any case to a referee, 
who may not determine the 
case, but heavs it and reports 
the facts involved to the court. 

In every such instance the | 

right of the parties to a jury 

trial in court, if it is desired, 
is preserved in its entirety ”’ 

Having experienced a decade 
lof modernization, New Jersey’s 
|progress against court vonges- 
|tion is viewed in the light of its 
{plans for future leadership. Al- 
| though unafflicted by the ills of 
| delay under less modern pro- 
| cedural systems, the dedication 
within these borders should be 
fan alert vigil against complac- 





|with the program. The results 
of the study will be the subject 
|of further comment, at a future 
date. 
II 
A. THE BILL TO INCREASE 
THE NUMBER OF SUPERI- 
OR COURT JUDGES 
At the January 29, 1960 meet- 
jing of the Committee, the fol- 
lowing emergency resolution was 
|/unanimously adopted: 
“At a meeting of the Commit- 
tee on Practice, Pretrial Pro- 
cedure and Calendar Control, 
New Jersey State Bar Associ- 
ation, which meeting was 
held at the Arcola Country 
Club, Paramus, New Jersey, on 
Friday, January 29, 1960, the 
following emergency resolu- 
tion was passed unanimously 
by said Committee, as follows: 





an especially heavy 
burden on the trial divisions 
of our Courts; and anticipat- 
ing the continuance of this up- 
ward trend and increased de- 
mands, Chief Justice Wein- 
traub recommended the ap- 
pointment of six additional 
judges of the Superior court: 


placed 





| ency and intensified research 7 : 
|toward new achievements. page — 
| Momentary considerations of so Gist ’ 


the final passage of which is a 
vital step urgently needed in 
the interest of maintaining 
the effectiveness of a judicial 
system in which the State of 


vital interest represent the un- 
|derscored views of the Commit- 
| tee: 


| ARY New Jersey, as well as other 
| The Committee considers the states in the nation, have 
;need for an increased judiciary pointed to with pride; and 


this Committee deems it to be 
a matter of vital public con- 
cern, as well as of the deepest 
interest to the Bar and the 


ithe most urgent problem of im- 
| mediacy which confronts our 
| judicial system. Statistically, the 
| justification for increase is ir- 
|refutable."° The Committee re- 
| ports that its Emergency Resolu- 
}tion received prompt action by 
|the President of the State Bar 
| Association. 

The reality of 


Bill be promptly passed as a 
measure in the public interest, 
consideration for the welfare 
| Of which override issues of 
an increase of 


| judgepower is urgently required.| age. 

| The need overrides issues of local THEREFORE, be it RE-| 
| politics. SOLVED that this Committee 
|B. PARTICIPATION BY THE hereby calls upon John R. 
BAR Kelly, President of the New 


Jersey State Bar Association, 
to appoint a_ state-wide, 
special committee to meet 
with the representatives of the 


The economic improvement of 
the New Jersey Bar since 1948 
‘is a forceful repudiation of the 
|suggestion that, “(L)awyers like 











delays.” It is submitted that the ~~, SYMPOSIUM ON PRE-TRIAL PRO- 

|'New Jersey Bar recognizes its | ceprie St. L.J.. 159-206 (Spring, 
hit a : . 1956) 

| vital, personal interest in the | “}s)‘cHaxpLER—DISCOVERY AND PRE- 
integrity of a system of speedy | TRIAL PROCEDURI IN topes RAL COURTS 
= ps x - Iz Okla tev 321 30 Srmacagal 195 
justice, which contributes great- | wciier Juage. TSO We Dist sie. 


er public recognition. 


|of its pre-trial system, it is felt | 


study and urges its cooperation | 


WHEREAS, the increasing up- | 
ward trend of new cases has | 


Bench of this State, that this | 


partisanship and local patron- 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 17; 


New Jersey Legislature fort. 
with on a nonpartisan basis ¢, 
convey their sentiments or 


quires the final passage of th; 
Bill and its adoption.” 


such a Committee 





|tion, on a non-partisan bagi 


|should take this issue to th 
jpeople with facts and figures: 


| demonstrating the threat of c& 

lay in this critical area. 
'B. COMMENTS ON RECOy. 
MENDED RULES AND 4p. 
MINISTRATIVE CHANGE 
11. INTERROGATORIES - PEp. 
SONAL INJURY CASES . 
UNIFORM RULE 
a. Explanation 

R.R. 4:23-3 (1958) provide 
in personal injury and pro 
ty damage cases, the 3) 
interrogatories of the part: 
against whom the claim i 
made shall be those pres 
in Civil Procedure Forms 94 
9B” asserting the claim : 
under no similar standa 

The absence of a sta 
ized limitation on pl: 
has resulted in defen 
inundation of wholesale 
rogatories (many of a pr 
form variety). This creat 
unfair advantage in the 
of disclosure. Trial firms 
heavy case loads on « 
ant’s side are put to im: 
and oftentimes OScop 
disclosure. It is suspected tha 
eases, otherwise susceptible «: 
negotiations, are delayed 

It is discerned that 
trial firms, to avoid this di:- 
advantage, evade the s ‘Ope ¢ { 
the rule by expandin 
evading the scope of or 
inquiry of this rule, a pr 
ure which results in delay. Th: 
courts are flooded with m:- 
tions on these issues. 
b. Committee Recomment:- 















ant 
AUG 














tions 
It is recommended that R! 
4:34-3 (1958) be amended ° 
prescribe a standard set * 
plaintiff’s interrogatories 


defendants, and that the ru: 
be strengthened to limit th: 
inquiry to these at the first ir- 
stance. Further inquiry m2 
be permitted on motion f 
cause. 

It is also recommended 
time to answer be extende os 
thirty days. It is felt that the 
changes will enable the part: 
to have reasonably fair di 
closure thirty days after th 
complaint or answer, as ‘4 
case may be. Provision to th 
effect that the same sha 
served with the an ine 
pleading will aid this const 
quence. Provision for | motio: 
and cause on additiona | inter 
rogatories may ferre ou: 
spurious uses of int 
tories which contributes 
present delays. 

















(Continued on page 7. 


J ; 32. 11960 ), ser 
THE 1960 
4 (1960). ON RI 
AND JUDICIAL 
J. 36 (1960). 
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It is suggested that extended 





dissemination of information, 
calls for cooperation and greater 
participation devices will pro- 
duce active response, and con- 
| tribute to the elimination of the 


BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 


TOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 


|danger of “complacency” and | ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 
“indifference.” 60 PARK PLACE 
C. LOCALIZED HEAVY COUNTY a ORG AN co. NEWARK 2, N. J. 


STUDIES AND BALANCE 
Counties which endure heavier | 
|trial loads should be the focal | 


Forwarders Recognized 





Mitchell 2-7989 












|point of intensive study: with 
|sufficient consideration to: (a) 
| judicial aid from the less con- 


DEPOSITIONS - 














may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 


| gested counties, and (b) replace- 
13 eich ttale Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, [0 
il solution, See: WESTOVER_-THE CAUSE, j i 
SS ee ion eSUe Ge CONGESTION use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 
IN THE FEDERAL COURTS—10 Hastings . r 2 > 
Law S. pp. 384-303 (May. 1959) ee NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
United States Yistrict Court - California). = ~ 5 ¥ 
Chiet Justice Warren had doubted that  in- 210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 
-reased judges will hog’ = a: ‘ 
15. ¢ sup (44 . 
16. On MAINTAINING A STRONG TRIAL Diamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Mere 
BENCH—Fditorial. 83 N.J.L.J. 52 (1960). 


BERGEN COUNTY 








the great urgency which fr. 


Mr. Kelly proceeded to appoir: 
- and it ; 
presently functioning. It is syp. 
mitted that if this Bill is no 
|passed, the State Bar Associa. 
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) On (Continued from page 6) 

i | <GRosS CLAIMS - COUNTER- 
“~ |“ " GLAIMS - CONTRIBUTION 
oin ,. Explanation 

i? , RE 413-1 et seq. and R.R. 
mm. 4:14-1(b) (1955) are the per- 
aod tinent rules under discus- 
ocia. sion. A mass of paper work 
yagi and time can be avoided by | 
+} ‘mplification of the proced- 
aie 1 personal injury cases, 
, de in ng counterclaims and 
"ms srossclaims. The apparent 
) purpose for this requirement 
4 is to put the other parties on 


ce, and the subject matter 
e. This has become more 
work since the 

Tortfeasors Contribu- 
Act. Answers are manda- 
nereasing the volume of 








While commercial or non- 
3utomobile negligence actions 
nay not be the proper sub- 

of the Committee Recom- 









: ndation, it is considered 
55 ‘ross-claims, counter- 
or other actions in- 





ng automobile cases or 
of the Joint Tort- 
feasor’s Contribution Law can 
ne adequately covered by a 
mp endorsement on the 
nsive pleading. 











tion 





rare ». Committee Recommenda- 
It is recommended that R.R 
4:14-1(b) be amended to pro- 
vide that in counterclaims and 
aims in multiple joined 
1obile negligence cases, 
defendant may be permit- 
in the responsive pleading 
filed on behalf of such 
jant, to endorse on said 
isive pleading. a state- 
ir allegation of counter- 
aim or cross-claim involving 
TI peration of the Joint Tort- 
m feasor’s Contribution Law, or 
ss-claims on multiple 
defendants to the 
t that such a claim is 
d the action against 
aid party or parties 
t of RETRIAL CONFERENCES 
3 On OPEN COURT. 
A. Explanation 
R.R. 4:29-5 provides that all 
I conferences shall be 
ucted in open court, and 
as far as convenient, in a reg- 
Lar courtroom. 
0 Committee Recommenda- 














¢ 
eI- 
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ow 
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Committee urges that 
above rule be rescinded 
that a substitute rule be 
making the pretrial 

nee available to either 
n an optional basis, in 
Judge’s chambers. The 
ittee feels that the rea- 
ustifying such a change 
nore than aesthetic. It is 
hat the atmosphere of 
mality thus induced is 
onducive to the ulti- 
bjective of a pre ] 
rence exploring the 
f settlement. Although 
a matter of official record 
“1S submitted that the closer 
touch and contact between 
counsel and the court in é 
ertype of pretrial « 
would be a material 
1 increasing the statistics 
1g settlement probabili- 
nrough the use of this 

It is submitted 

uments against the “in 



























that 


on unrealistic 





Practice, Pretrial and Calendar Control 


|4. ADMISSIONS OF FACTS - 
PERIOD OF RESPONSE 
a. Explanation 
R.R. 4:36-1 provides that 
upon the submission of a de- 
mand for admission the same 
shall be deemed admitted un- 
less, within a period designa- 
ted in the request, which 
period shall not be less than 
ten days after service thereof, 
or within such shorter or long- 
er period as the court may al- 
low on motion and notice. 
b. Committee Recommenda- 
tion 





This Committee recommends | 


the amendment of R.R. 4:26-1 


to provide the minimum peri- | 


od, in which to answer admis- 
sions be extended from ten 
days to twenty days. Any re- 
quirement for the receipt of 
an admission prior to that 
time should be predicated 
upon a motion for good cause 
shown. 
5. ABSCONDING - RESIDENT 

DEFENDANTS 

Explanation 

It is reported that occasion- 
al delays are encountered in 


an attempt to secure service 
9f process upon defendants | 
are absconding, but 


who 


-vertheless remain residents 


u 


suggested that a statutory 
change, as well as a rule 
change, may provide that after 
due diligence it appearing 
that a party cannot be served, 


of the State of New Jersey. It | 


a state official may be desig- | 


nated for the purpose of secur- 


ing service upon said resident, | 


absconding defendant. 
b. Committee Recommenda- 
tion 
Since this is a matter which 
involves legislative action, 
is the recommendation of this 
committee that the proposal 


it | 


be submitted to the New Jer- | 


sey State Bar Association 
Committee on Legislation, for 
further action. 
INCREASED JUDGE POWER - 
DISTRICT COURTS 
a. Explanation 
In terms of present calendar 


a 


congestion, it is suggested that | 
less congested calendar coun- | 


ties have available 
power in the district court. In 


judge | 


some instances, available judge | 


power in the district courts 
of counties presently under a 
heavier backlog should be 
made available to assist in the 


expeditious determination of | 

cases. 

b. Committee Recommenda- 
tion 


While this is a problem of 
combined interest to several 
different Committees of the 


New Jersey State Bar Associ- | 


ation, 


no specific 


the committee makes | 
recommendation. | 


It is felt that this is a subject | 


which requires further ex- 
ploration, a study of which 
may yield benefits to the prob- 
lems of calendar congestion. 
SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT ON 
VERIFIED STATEMENT 
INTRODUCTION 
This supplementary report 
predicated upon the sentiment 
Committee that the re- 
turn of the Verified Statement. 
in a modified form, may be a 
valuable aid in eliminating de- 
lay in trial preparation, as well 
as procedural motion conges- 
tion. 
Hence, the Committee respect- 
fully presents a proposal, and 


is 


of the 











Ideal 


Ample Parking Facilities 








THIRTY YEARS OF PERSONALIZED REPORTING SERVICE 
TO THE NEW JERSEY BENCH AND BAR 


ADLER REPORTING SERVICE 
Certified Court Reporters 
FORTY EAST PARK STREET, NEWARK 


Air-conditioned Deposition Suites and Conference Rooms 
Essex County Deposition Address for Out-of-County Attorneys 


CALL MArket 2-5974 


{ll of our stenotype reporters are notaries and qualified 


for all verbatim reporting requiréments 


24 hour-a-day Service 








AT THE CAMDEN COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION DINNER TO 


Kenney’s Restaurant, Camden 


1. 1. to r. Former Congressman Charles A. 
Wolverton, Former Justice Ralph W. E. Donges, 
Justice Albert E. Burling and Marshall H. Diverty, 
Past President New Jersey State Bar Association. 


2. George Purnell, Edward 


Ernest L. Bartelt. 


return of 





its views, urging the 
this discovery nique in the 
manner described below. 

7. VERIFIED STATEMENT - 
R.R. 4:8-1 1957); de- 
leted July 3, 1958 

A. HISTORY 

On June 20, 1957, R.R. 4:8-1(b) 

was adopted requiring a verified 
statement to be ached to the 
complaint, settil forth pre- 
scribed details relative to the 
issue in personal injury and 
property damage cases 

This Committee opposed the 


adoption of this Rule. A primary 
motivation for opposition by the 
Bar was based upon apprehen- 


FORTY YEAR MEMBERS 


T. Curry and 


3. Louis B. 
Lloyd, Jr., William S. Zink, President Camden 
County Bar Association and C. Lawrence Gregorio 

4. Wilfred B. Wolcott, Former Judge Frank F. 
Neutze and Henry Evans. 


Tuesday, March 22, 1960 





LeDuc, Former Judge Frank T. 





sion that the attorney might lose 


control of the case, while the 
necessary information became 
available. Various Bar Associa- 


tions and individual practioners 
made their sentiments known to 
the Supreme Court, and on July 
3, 1958, this requirement was 
abolished. 

It is notable that R.R. 4:23-3 
(1958) sets forth the form of in- 
terrogatories in personal injury 
and property dgmage cases, al- 
most identical with the abolish- 
ed Verified Statements. In an- 
other portion of this report, 





:. 9 2 - XN. 43. Pea 
1958 Pocket Part - p. 42 


Ser Waltzinger - 
Author's Comment 


comment is made relative to a 
standard set of interrogatories 
to be served upon defendants. 


Moreover, the Committee has 
had an opportunity to review 
and study almost two years of 
litigation since the deletion, as 
well the one year during 
which the Verified Statement 
was in effect. 


It is urged that a concept of 
prototyped interrogatories can 
more readily achieve its intend- 
ed goal through the return of 
a modified Verified Statement 
Rule. 


as 


Continued on page 8, col. 4) 
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U. S. Supreme Court Appoints Committees 
To Study Rules Revision 


WASHINGTON, D.C. April 4— | being announced 


The Chief Justice of the United | 
States announced today the ap- | 
pointment of six nationally- | 
organized committees of judges, | 
lawyers, and legal 


to recommend to the Supreme | 
Court improvement in the rules 
of practice and procedure in the 
Federal courts. 

The Committees were appoint- 
ed pursuant to an Act passed 
by Congress [P.L. 85-513, 172 


Stat. 356] July 11, 1958, author- | 


izing the Judicial Conference of 
the United States, of which the 
Chief Justice is Chairman, to 


make a continuous study of the | 


Federal rules. 

“The rules of court,” 
Justice Earl Warren said, 
the most important tools of the 
courtroom lawyer. So long as we 


Chief 


have the inevitable changes in | 


our social, economic and politi- 
cal lives, the demand for amend- 
ments in the rules, and also for 
new rules, by which we resolve 
conflicts in the courts is equally 
inevitable. 

“It is essential that our rules 
of court be up-to-date and all | 
amendments should be studied | 
and recommended by commit- | 
tees with as broad an outlook 
and base as possible. According- 
ly these committees include 
representatives of the bar, the 
judiciary and the legal scholars | 
and for their ideas they will 
draw upon the bench and bar of 
the country as a whole and par- 
ticularly the Judicial Conferen- 
ces in all eleven of the Federal 
circuits. 

“Experience has shown that in 
order to promote simplicity in | 


rocedure, the just determina- | 3 
» ; |dations to the Supreme Court of 


|the United States. The Supreme 
Court will approve, modify, or 


tion of litigation and the elimi- 
nation of unjustifiable expense 
and delay, it is essential that the 
operation and effect of the Fed- 
eral rules of practice and pro- 
cedure should be the subject of | 
continuous study. Such study is | 
the objective of the committees | 
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scholars | assurances 
whose job it will be to study and | will be giv 


“are | 


| Conference 


| United States Courts, 


| Dd: C:, 
| Warren 


‘> 


today, and | 
every judge, practicing lawyer, 


and legal scholar will be afford- | 


ied the opportunity to partici- 
| pate -- to state his views --with | 
that those views 
en consideration.” 
The Committees, and the Com- 
mittee Chairmen, are: 

Standing Committee on 
Rules of Practice and Proced- 
ure, Hon. Albert B. Maris, 
Senior Circuit Judge of the 
Court of Appeals for the third 
Circuit. 

Advisory Committee on Civil 
Rules, Dean Acheson, former 
Secretary of State. 

Advisory Committee on 
Criminal Rules, Hon. John C. 
Pickett, Judge of the Court of 
Appeals for the Tenth Circuit. 

Advisory Committee on 
Admiralty Rules, Hon Walter 
L. Pope, Judge of the Court of 
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 

Advisory Committee on 
General Orders in Bankrupt- 
cy, Hon. Phillip Forman, Judge 
of the Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit. 

Advisory Committee on 
Appellate Rules, Hon. E. Bar- 
Rett Prettyman, Chief Judge 
of the Court of Appeals for 
District of Columbia Circuit. 
The Advisory Committees will 

conduct the basic studies and 
develop reports and recommend- 
ations in the respective fields. 
These will be forwarded to the 
standing Committee on Rules 


|of Practice and Procedure which, 
‘in turn, will report to the Judi- 
|cial Conference of the United 


States. If approved, the Judicial 
will formally for- 
ward the report and recommen- 


disapprove of the changes in the 
Federal rules, and those adopted 
will be transmitted by the Su- 
|/preme Court to the Congress. 
In such cases, the rules auto- 
|matically become law in ninety 
idays unless the Congress acts 


adversely. 


Memberships on the Commit- 


|tees are for 2 and 4 year terms, 
|with each member entitled to 
‘one additional term. 


This will 
have the effect of bringing new 
ideas to the Committees and 
keeping pace with developments 
in the law. 

Headquarters Secretariat for 
the rules study will be in the 
Administrative Office of the 
Supreme 
Building, Washington, 
under the direction of 

Olney III, Director. 
Aubrey Gasque, Assistant Direc- 
tor of the Administrative Office, 
will serve as Executive Secretary 
for the Rules Committee. 


The members of the commit- 


Court 


| tees are Federal Court Judges, 


Law School professors, members 
of the Department of Justice, 


'and nationally known attorneys. 


Chief Judge William F. Smith, 


iof the U. S. District Court for 
‘the District of New Jersey, 


is a 
member of the Committee on 
Criminal Rules. 





Announcements 


John R. Lennan has opened 
offices for the practice of law at 


|7 Hillside Ave., Tenafly. 


I. George Koven has moved his 
law offices to Hudson Dispatch 
Building, 400 38th St., Union City. 





David Friedenberg has moved | 
his law offices to 40 Journal Sq., 
Jersey City 6. 











15 WASHINGTON ST. 








The American Insurance Company 
A Neo ate nt 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 


HUmboldt 4-2300 





\U. S. District Court 


Decisions 


| JURISDICTION — ON — EJECTMENT. 


Plaintiff sued defendant City 


of Newark and the Port of New | 


| York Authority in ejectment and 
‘for deprivation of rents and pro- 
| fits. The City leased the property 
ito the Authority in 1948 and 
plaintiff claims the right to pos- 
session thereof. The Authority 
moves to dismiss the action for 
lack of jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject matter and of the person of 
that defendant contending that 
since the cause of action arose 
prior to the 
32:1-157, 158 in 1951, it cannot 
be sued thereon without its con- 
sent, and that such consent has 
not been given. 

Held: N. J. S. A. 32:1-157 and 


158, and the counterparts in the | 
/no sound reason exists to require 
consent to suits against the Au- | 


New York state statutes grant 


'thority but provide that such 
consent shall not extend to suits 


adoption of N.J.S.A. | 


|upon causes of action accruing | 
prior to the effective date of the | 


Act. 

Ejectment is an action brought 
by one out of possession of land 
against one in possession or one 
who makes claim thereto if the 


(Continued from page 7) 


B. EXPLANATION 

A rule to require a plaintiff, | 
upon institution of an action 
for personal injuries and prop- 
lerty damage, to file a Verified 
Statement in manner and form 
to be set forth by the Supreme 








|Court, or within 30 days there- 
lafter, will benefit both parties 
jin the litigation process, as well 


as the Court. The plaintiff now 
snows the questions and answers 
required and can anticipate pre- 
|parations. A plaintiff also profits |. 
because he will not be served 
with the additional questions 
now being used in circumven- 
tion of R.R. 4:23-3 (1958). 

The defendant’s attorney is 
relieved of the requirements of 
|heavier paper work since the 
questions are prototyped, and 











ing to suspension of the run- 
ning of the statutory period for 
the period during which the of- 


fer is pending, or the period 
during which any installment 
{remains unpaid, and for one 


|year thereafter. Such waivers or 


| extensions 


land is vacant. Such cause of ac- | 


tion is now a matter of statute 
in New Jersey. N. J.S. A. 2A:35-1. 
And N. J. S. A. 2A:35-2 provides 


entitled to recover any and 
incidental damages, includ- 


be 
all 


exceeding six years, before com- 


which defendant was in posses- 
sion. 

Plaintiff’s cause of action un- 
der the New Jersey statute is 
continuing; his damages how- 
ever are limited to a period not 
exceeding six years prior to com- 
mencement of suit. By virtue of 
the consent to jurisdiction stat- 
utes, plaintiff had a valid cause 
of action against the Authority 
which accrued immediately upon 
the taking effect of those stat- 
utes, though he may not have 
been able to sue for the posses- 
sions which occurred prior there- 
to. His present action is not bar- 
red. Motion denied. 

Opinion by Wortendyke, D. J. 
filed March 30, 1960 in Funk- 
houser v. City et al. Civil No. 
798-59. Emanuel Gersten for 
plaintiff, Nicholas Albano for 
the City and Francis A. Mulhern 
for the Authority. 





INCOME TAX — LIMITATIONS 
—OFFERS IN COMPROMISE. 


The government seeks to fore- 
close liens for unpaid taxes for 
the years 1944 to 1947 inclusive 
against defendant taxpayer. As- 
sessments were made in 1947. 
The taxpayer contends, first, 
that the six year statute of lim- 
itations on suit to collect an as- 
sessment of income taxes, con- 
tained in Sec. 276 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1939, bars the 
action, and second, that an in- 
stalment payment offer of com- 
promise made by the taxpayer 
in 1953 and accepted by the gov- 


accord and satisfaction and lim- 
its the government to recovery 
;of the balance due on such of- 
| fer. 





ernment in 1954, constituted an | 


| parties 
jtended that 


are binding on the 
and where successive 
have been given, the 
are deemed to have in- 
the suspension of 


taxpayer 
waivers 


|the statute should extend over 


that in such action plaintiff shall | 
| waivers. 


the entire period covered by the 
So applying the waiv- 


ers to the periods involved in 


ing mesne profits and the full|each offer, 
value of the use and occupancy | notice by the government of 
of the premises for the time, not |termination of the accepted of- 


and to the date of 


fer in compromise in _ install- 


mencement of the action, during |ments, the present suit was in- 
| stituted 


within the period of 
limitations so extended. 
The taxpayer’s offer to settle 


ihis tax liability by installment 


{payments entitled the govern- 


ment to rely on his representa- 
tions that the installments could 
be paid when due, and justified 
the government in refraining 
from instituting suit for collec- 
tion of the tax liability. The tax- 
payer’s default in payment of 
installments evoked the Govern- 
ment’s notice of termination of 
the compromise. Taxpayer can- 
not now be heard to contend the 
Government’s right to enforce 
the entire tax liability was pre- 
judiced by his own breach of his 
undertaking. Further, each offer 
contained a provision that in the 
event of default in payment of 
any installment due thereunder, 
the government, at its option, 
might sue for the balance due 
under the offer or might disre- 
gard the offer and sue for the 
entire tax liability applying any 
payments made under the offer 
against such liability. 


| 


Practice, Pretrial and Calendar Contro/ 








83 N. J. L. J. Index Page jy 33 
= = 

{defendant to serve quest 
which all parties know will, L 
jasked. Also, the defendant 7] 
|furnished with discovery ;. 7 
‘formation much sooner ‘on 
|this method, than is presen. ne 
the case. rh 
It is anticipated that und§ j2q 
\this recommendation, discoye- rs 
information vitally needed paver 
settlement evaluation, can » = 
forthcoming on a conseryatis. pas 
average of one month per «.@ ..-, 
sooner. a ie 
It is submitted that the Co, PRs 
can be aided by this methog a 
various respects: ie.: (1) ¢ 
covery completed sooner wwe 
tiations can commence so9 ara 
(2) cases will be at issue a ioe 
much earlier date, (3) m Bes 
cases will ripen into ; — 
readiness at an earlier d -" 


many cases will become ¢ 
for pretrial settlement 
sions on an informal basis, ::. 
suming such procedure to be :-. 
stituted. a 

The paramount advanta 
be achieved by the adoption 


















this Rule, will be its basic eo: _ 
tribution to the relief of — 
dar congestion. ae 
C. COMMITTEE RECOM. [Bf snec 
MENDATION “WI 
The Committee recommen; acttt 
the adoption of an ame = 
to R.R. 4:8-1 (1958) setting see 
the requirements of a fee 
Statement in personal injury z:. _— 
tions and property dam eae 
tions in a form to be pr prea 
by the Supreme Court to — 
tached to the Complaint or persee 
ed and filed within 30 days ” Hel 
after. Sanctions, if any, BD nten 
|ure to comply should be set for: I <,, | 
by the Supreme Court. 5 93 
Respectfully submitted RE 
John J. Breslin, Jr., 


Judgment for the government. | 


Opinion by Wortendyke, D. J. | 
filed March 31, 1960 in U. S. v.| 


Wilson. Civil No. 451-59. Harold 


A. Weidele, Asst U. S. Atty for | 


the Gov’t. Rospond & Rospond 
for the taxpayer. 


Announcements 


The firm of Hille & Curran has 





been dissolved. William G. Hille | 


and Max Kleinfeld will continue 
the practice under the firm name 
of Hille & Kleinfeld, with offices 





The government contends | 


|the several offers in compromise | 


|made by the taxpayer between 
|1951 and 1954 waived the run- 
|ning of the statute of limitations 
and extended the period for a 
total of 6 years and 27 days, i.e. 
ito July 3, 1959, and that accord- 
| ingly the present suit was com- 
|menced within the period of lim- 
| itations so extended. It further 
| contends that since taxpayer de- 
|faulted in the payment of the 
weekly 
compromise agreement, the gov- 
ernment can now enforce the 
entire tax liability. 





at 400 38th St., Union City. 


James J. Zuccaro, Jr. is now 


engaged in the general practice | 
of law with offices at 921 Ber- 


gen Ave., Jersey City 6. 


Lieberman, Gerald M. 
Richard Connors and 


Sam 
Gorrin, 


{Burton Ironson have formed the 


firm of Lieberman, Gorrin, Con- | 


nors & Ironson for the general 


|practice of law with offices at | 


installments under his | 


| Held: Each of the offers of | 


compromise contained a provi- 
sion waiving the benefit of the 
statute of limitations and agree- 


24 Commerce St., Newark 2. 


Chairman 
Horace Brown 
Peter J. Devine, Jr 
James B. Emory 
Kenneth C. Hand 
Abraham I. Harkavy 
Herbert Horn 
John A. McKenna 
George P. Moser 
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Charles C. Stalter 
John W. Taylor 
Jerome Yesko 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 
b LIABILITY ON JOINT RE- 
nt 5 TURN: Taxpayer had signed a 
’ inf 7 joint return with her husband, 





und: now deceased. After the statute 
sent of limitations had run on parties 
pr imarily liable but before it 
had run on transferees, the 





Commissioner attempted to as- 
sess the tax against her on the 
theory that she was the trans- 
feree of the assets of her hus- 
pand’s estate. 

Held: The statute of limita- 
tions bars the assessment. A 
party who is primarily liable 
cannot also be liable as a trans 
feree for the same taxes. Flor- 
seh, DC, N. Mex., 3/23/59 

Pa cgp are CLAIM: The sotied 
aim filed by taxpayer asserted 
= that royalty income received by 

‘ 3 trust and passed on to her as 
peneficiary should be taxed as 
rapital gain rather than ordin- 
y income. She now moves to 
rge her claim on the theory 

the income should have 
been taxed to the trustee. 

Held: The motion is denied. 
The refund claim did not give 
notice of this theory. She is lim- 
ied to the relief asked for in 
M- ‘ne claim. Sheen, DC Pa., 3/10/59. 
WIFE AS PARTNER: With 
capital given her by her hus- 
pand, a wife invested in two 
partnerships operating taxis. Al- 
though she performed relatively 
inconsequential services, she re- 
eived substantial distributions 
of profits, most of which was in- 
















































ested her husband. 
Held: The parties at no time 
intended that the wife be a bona 


Taxpayer engaged in 
ed and numerous business 
jities and investments but 
d to keep adequate records. 


business transactions were 


COME: 
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vested in projects which inter- | 


fide partner. Royce, cert. den., | 
3 23/59. 
RECONSTRUCTION OF IN- 


j}anxious to acquire. 
|could not secure an assignment | 
|of the contract, he offered to 
| pay $200,000 for the corporation’s | 
| stock. The stock sellers got their 
| money 
| them by the corporation upon its | 


| EXCESS 


almost entirely cash transac- 
tions. The Tax Court accepted a 
|reconstruction of his taxable in- 
come for 1944-1950 by the net 
worth method. 

Held: The decision is reversed. 
The net worth computation is | 

based in part upon disallowing 
$80,000 unexplained expendi- 
tures. By putting the burden on 
taxpayer to show that this was | 
consumed in living expenses, 
etc., e Tax Court has misap- 
plied the net worth method. 
Polizzi, CA-6, 4/2/59. 

UNREPORTED SALES DE- 
TERMINED: A partnership en- 
gaged in buying and selling con- 
fectionary supplies during the 
war years omitted $500,000 of 
sales over a two-year period. The 
partners admitted the under- 
statement, but argued that their 


+} 
tn 


costs for these sales were equal | 


to the sales price, and that the 
costs were similarly not reflected 
on the books. 

Held: The cost of merchandise 
involved in the unreported sales 
is determined to be $375,000. 
Goldsmith, 31 TC 56, acq. IRB 
1959-13. 

SECTION 102 PENALTY: Cor- 
porate stock was held equally by 
two families. The corporation 
adopted a plan to redeem one 
family’s stock over a period of 
time by use of interest bearing 
notes, sO as to assure the re- 
maining family the entire con- 
trol of the corporation while the 
sellers were to receive a fixed 
and steady income in lieu of 
dividends. 

Held: This plan served no cor- 
|porate purpose. The corporation 
was therefore “availed of” by its 
stockholders for the purpose of 
avoiding surtaxes. The penalty 
is sustained. Mountain State 
Steel Foundries, Inc., TCM 1959- 
59. 

TRUST TAXABLE AS COR- 
PORATION: The beneficiary of 
a testamentary trust created a 
|new one to hold the inherited 
| Property at the expiration of 
ithe old. 

Held: The trust was an assoc- 
jiation taxable as a corporation. 
| The full discretionary powers 
|granted to the trustees to man- 
| age and control the trust prop- 
jerty show an intention to man- 
jage, not liquidate it. The testi- 
| mony and type of property in- 
|dicated that the prime motive 
|was to continue operations. 
| Cooper, cert. den., 3/23/59. 

RETURNS OF LOANS: A cor- 
}poration owned a valuable non- 
assignable contract to buy land 
!for $300,000 which taxpayer was 
Since he 


in fixed payments to 


sale of lots from the tract pur- 


|chased under the contract. 


Held: The payments are re- 


| turn of taxpayer’s loans and ad- 


'vances to the corporation; any | 
is a dividend. Garden 
State Developers, Inc., 30 TC 135, 
acq. IRB 1959-13. 

INFORMER’S REWARD: Early | 
in 1944 taxpayer started to 
gather data on his employer’s | 
tax fraud with the idea of pro- 
tecting himself. In February 1947 
he went to the IRS with the data | 


and claimed an informer’s re- | 


ward. When taxpayer collected | 
the $68,000 reward in 1951, he | 
sought to spread it back to 1944 
as over-36-month compensation 
for services. 

Held: The work done prior to 
February 1947 was done for tax- 
payer’s own benefit and are not 
services making him eligible for 
the spreadback. Faul, CA-9, 
2/17/59. 
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INTEREST ON LOAN: Tax- 
payer purchased eight annuity 
contracts each calling for a sin- 
gle premium of $250,000. He bor- 
rowed from a bank the neces- 
sary funds, immediately obtain- 
ed a loan from the insurance 





loan. He now seeks to deduct 
owns interest loan from the 
|insurance company. 

| Held: The deduction is denied | 
on the grounds that the loan was 
{not a bona fide indebtedness. 
| Haggard, DC Ariz., 2/17/59. 

| BUSINESS EXPENSES: Tax- 
|payer, a poultry farmer on the | 
‘cash basis, paid for feed in De- | 
cember of each year, 
|for which the grain dealer was 


nN 
ii 


company and paid off the bank ' 


and while it would seem that 
both intended that the separa- 
tion would be a permanent one, 
no agreement oral or otherwise 
dissolving the community was 
made during the _ separation. 
They were divorced in 1957. 
Heid:_In the absence of an 
agreement dissolving the mari- 
tal community prior to divorce, 
| the income received by taxpay- 
er and her husband during 1951 
|constituted income to the com- 
munity and was taxable one- 
half to each. Hill, 32 TC No. 23. 
GAMBLING GAINS AND 
| LOSSES: The Commissioner in- 
| creased taxpayer’s income by al- | 





|claimed that he was a poor poker | 





| 


in return |leged gambling gains. Taxpayer | «™': 


|unconditionally obligated to de- |player, and that his losses from | 


lliver to the farmer the following | 


ispring, the quantity of feed 
lwhich the amounts received | 
would pay for at the prices in 
effect on the delivery dates. 

Held: The payments were not 
in the nature of deposits, but | 
were non-refundable absolute 
business expenses properly de- | 
ductible in the year of payment. | 
Ernst, 32 TC No. 16. 

CAPITAL GAIN TREATMENT 

Because of poor range condi- 
tions, taxpayer was forced to 
sell young heifers before breed- 
ing. He showed that this was not 
his policy, but resulted from un- 
usual conditions. 

Held: The animals had been 
held for breeding, and the cap- 
ital gain treatment is allowed. 
Harder, DC Wash., 2/17/59. 

PARTIAL LIQUIDATION: Tax- 
payer’s stock was owned by its 
employees and there was an 
agreement requiring repurchase 
at a fixed price upon the em- 
ployee’s retirement. In repur- 
chasing the stock of one em- 
ployee the corporation trans- 
ferred appreciated property of a 
market value equal to this price. 
The corporation reported the 
gain on the appreciated property 
and now seeks refund. 

Held: The refund is allowed. 
The transaction was a partial 
| liquidation, not a sale of the ap- 
|preciated property. Partial liq- 
| uidations are tax free and so no 
| tax is due here. Johnson, Carvell 
& Murphy, DC Calif., 3/27/59. 

SALARIES AND BONUSES: Al 
closely held corporation in the | 





jpaid to its four officer-stock- 
holders by basing their salaries 
upon a profit sharing bonus | 
plan. 

Held: On the ground that the 
officers were exceptionally cap- 
able, and well trained in the 
highly technical field of pat- 
ternmaking, the increased sal- 
aries are upheld as reasonable. 
| Superior Pattern & Mfg. Co., 
TCM 1959-70. 

ALIMONY: Taxpayer paid his 
wife $150 a month alimony pur- 
suant to a separation agree- 
}ment incorporated in a divorce 





|decree. Supplemental payments | 
|of $100 a month were also made | 


| under a supplemental agreement 
|executed after the divorce. 
Held: The supplemental pay- 
iments are held to have been 
made in discharge of a legal ob- 


| ligation of taxpayer arising out | 


relationship, 
was incurred 


the marital 
| which obligation 


| by taxpayer under a written in- | 


| strument incident to the,divorce. 
He is therefore entitled to de- 
duct the supplemental payments 
as alimony. Andrews, TCM 1959- 


| PERIODIC PAYMENTS: 
|February 13, 
husband entered into a separa- 
tion agreement which was in- 
corporated in a divorce decree 
on February 16. The principal 
sum provided in the agreement 
was to be paid within ten years 
from February 13. 

Held: Since this period was 
less than ten years from the date 
of divorce, the payment was not 
a periodic payment and was not 
taxable to the wife. Newman, 26 
TC 717, acq. IRB-19. 

COMMUNITY INCOME: In 
1947 taxpayer and her husband, 
residents of Texas, separated, 





business of patternmaking sub- | 
stantially increased the salaries | 


| had the participants in the Fri- | 
day night poker sessions with | 
lhim as corroborating witnesses. | 

Held: The issue is decided in 
‘favor of the taxpayer. Close, | 
| TCM 1959-71. 

CAPITAL GAIN: Between 1923 | 
, and 1926, taxpayer acquired 
|property which she operated as 


gambling exceeded the gains. He | 


? 


|a sugar plantation up until 1936, | 


when the 
worthless for farming. 
after two or three people came 
to her to buy building sites and 
she sold small tracts to them. In 
1939, she began to plot and sub- 
divide areas of land. Between 
1949 and 1953, she sold 233 lots 
in 130 sales. The Tax Court held 
|that the gains on the sales were 
|ordinary income because of the 
|large number of sales. 

Held: Decision is reversed. The 
mere volume of sales, without 
active sales promotion, does not 
convert a liquidation into a bus- 





iness. Barrios Estate, CA-5, 
4/8/59. 
LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated: March 30, 1960 
ESTATE OF NICOLA PALMA DESSO, 
deceasec 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
indersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
nnder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 


within six months from this date, or they 

wi = oe forever barred from prosecuting or 

rece ing the same against the subscribers 
PETER PALMADESSO 









ANGELINA TINNIRELLO 
¥. WILLIAM DI BUONO, Attorne 
S50 Broad Street 
~~ k2.N 

a i “I4 21, 28, May 5 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
| holders. deposited in my office that 

| PARK CENTRAL HOLDING CO. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 





office is situated at No. 301 Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Seymour Rudenstein, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth day f April, 1960, file in my 
office a duly 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


| 


oO 








On | °f 
taxpayer and her | 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHERFOF,. I 

have hereto set my hand and af- | 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

this Fourth day of April, A.D.,| 
Seal) one thousand nine hundred and} 

Sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN | 

Secretary of State. 

«, 24 2 


J-Apr. 7, $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

CROCKER-WHEBLER ELECTRIC i 
MANUFACTURING CORPORATION | 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 


ce is situated at No. 145 Sussex Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (R. H. Tanner, Jr., 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of March, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing t» the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 





land was rendered | ;.; 
| 
There- 


LEGAL NOTICES 


SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (LAW) F-247 

















SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 

LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. 
DOCKET NO. J-1,023-59—Aluminum _In- 
dustries Inc., a New Jersey corporation, 
plaintiff, vs. Joseph Colello, defendant. Ex- 
ecution. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by public vendue in Room B-16 
at the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday, 
the 3rd day of May, next, at 1:30 p.m. 
(prevailing time), all the right, title and 
interest of the above named defendant, of, 
in and to all that certain tract or parcel 
of land and premises situate, lying and 
being in the City of Newark, Essex County, 
New Jersey 

BEG INNING at a point in the westerly 
line Pierce street three hundred and 
{| fifty-four feet and twenty-two hundredths 
of a foot (354.22') southerly from the south- 
west corner of Pierce street and Springfield 
avenue; and inning thence 

(1) southerly along said westerly line of 
Pierce street twenty-tive feet (25°) to a 

rne thence 

(2) westerly at right angles to Pierce 
street ninety feet (90°); thence 

(3) northerly parallel with Pierce street 
twenty-five feet (25°); thence 

(4) easterly at right angles to Pierce 
street ninety feet (90°) to the place of 
BEGINNING 

Being the same premises conveyed to the 

id Joseph J. and Angelina Colello by 
Axths Mersfelder by deed bearing date 
August 11, 1949, recorded in Book S-113, 

ige 310, dated August 11, 1949. 

eing known and —— as No. 30 
lierce street, Newark, 

The approximate amount * of the judgment 

be satistied by said sale is the sum of 
Thre Hundred and Seventy-Four Dollars 
and Twenty-Eight Cents ($374.28), together 
w - the costs of this sale. 

wark, N. J., March 28, 1960. 
NEILL G. DUFFY, Sheriff 
HERMAN J. ZIEGLER, Attorney. 
Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 $35.02 
Dated: March 30, 1960 
ESTATE OF SALVATORE CENTANNI 
deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, notice 
is hereby given to the creditors of said 








this Twenty-fourth day of March, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 $28.35 


executed and attested consent | ” 


| upon whom 


| in writing 


~ | thereof, 


1 Ld 


deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, under 
sath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within 
six months from this date, or they will be 
forever barred from prosecuting or recovering 
the same against the subscriber. 

LOUIS ORT 
LOUIS ORT, Attorney 
28 - 13th Avenue 
Newark, N. J. 
L.J.—Apr. 7, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


To 


holders, deposited in my office that 
DEVELOPMENT & OPERATIONS CO. 
OF N. J. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Lawrence L. Lasser, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
ipon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the tssuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Seeretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 


Twenty-ninth day of March, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the recor! 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fil« 
n my said offiee as provided by law 
WHEREOF, |! 
hand and af- 
at Trenton 
f March, 


day of 
nine hundr 


IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my 
fixed my official sea). 
this Twenty-ninth 
A.D... one thousand 
ard sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 

4, 34,21 


(Seal) 


LJ pr. 7 60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

STAMARGEN DEVELAPMENT CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
is anuaten at No. 663 Main Avenue, 

ity of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State f Navel Jersey (Joseph Keegan, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of March, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 

to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

, TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

Twenty-ninth day of March, 
one thousand nine hundred 


lee 
the 


poration, 


this 
A.D., 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary 2 State. 

Apr. 7, 4, 


(Seal) 


$21.60 
TAKE NOTICE Sth 


1960, at 10:00 


that 1 Thursday, May 

A.M the undersigned will 

Essex County Court, Law 

the Court —- in Newark, 

r a judgment izing him 
n name of EMI RASC HER 
EMIL ZAK, Jr., an infant, by 
(renevieve Raseher a= Parent and 
Natural Guardian of Emil Zak, Jr. 

MARIAN L. HARRIS 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

47 Lexington Avenue 

Passaic, New Jersey 

L.J Apr. 7, 14, 21, 


app v 
Divisi 
New 





28 $10.08 











— 
apply te 
1960 at 1 
ark, N. J 


NOTICE that the undersigned will 
the Essex County Court on May 5th, 
A.M., at the Court House, New- 
for judgment authorizing her to 
assume the name of Donna Feuerstein for 
herself and David Charles Feuerstein for 
her infant son 

Jonna Mulvey, individually and as 

natural guardian of 

David Charles Mulvey 
Emil H. Block, Attorney for Plaintiff 
60 Park Place, 
Newark. N. J. 
L.J.—Apr. 7 $10.08 


14, 21 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, APRIL 7, 1960 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





83 N. J. L. J. Index Page jy 


NN  ——————————————————— 83 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 


EAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by auly authenticated record of the proceed- 


by the unanimous consent of all 


a corporation of this State, 


25 oa ine oln Parkway, 
State 
being the 
thereof, 
has complied 





being the agent therein e in charge 


requirements of Title 14, 

l i of New Jersey, 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the 
Kighteenth 


» State of New Jersey, 
» said corporation did, 


office a duly executed and attested consent 
poration, 
thereof, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said offic 











(Seal) 


$: 














comp] ic 





this 
NOW, 
State of the 
Certify 
Sevente 
my office a dul 








State of the State of Ne w 
| that the aan eornaratin on “aid. 





poration, 
thereof, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 


by law. 
WHEREOF, 1) 





the proceedings aforesald 
fee as provided by 


(Seal) 


ali to 
Greeting 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE WHEREAS. 


y It appears to my satisfaction. 
1 authent ieated record of the proceed 








being the 





complied 


rnd in charge thereof. | 





‘ 
NOW. 





rtify 








office a du 





poration 






















DEPARTMENT OF STATE 











the 





s | Corporations 











the State e of ‘New Jersey. 
“3 - 












STATE OF NEW JERSEY! 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE : 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali te whom these presents may com, 
Greet 5 


WHEREAS, It appears te my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, 

1 


the voluntary dissolution thereof 
deposited in my office that 

WIN TRUCKING COMPANY 
whose principal 
is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
of New Jersey (Joseph A. Weisman, 
agent therein and in 
upon whom process may be served), 
with the requirements of Title 
lorporations, General, 
preliminary 








to the issuing 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
said corporation did, 
day of March, 1960, file 
executed and attested Consent 
disselution of sald cor- 
by all the 
consent and the 


a duly 
writing to the 
executed 


which said record 





provided by law. 
WHEREOF, I 





IN TESTIMONY 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Eighteenth day of March, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixt 


EDWARD J. P ATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It 
y duiy authentic 


appears to my satisfactio 
ted record of the 
voluntary dissolution 
sent of all the 






proce 





for the 
the unapimous 








deposited in my office that 
HCHO WINES & LIQUORS, INC. 
corporation of this State, whose principal | | 
is situated at No. 166 Bloomfield Ave-| 
», in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
of New Jersey (Jack J. Soriano, 








the agent therein and in charge thereo 
whom process may be served). has 
d with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jerse preliminary to the issuing 


Certificate of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 









executed and attested consent 
dissolution of said cor 
by all the 
consent and the record 
now on file 


y 
writing to the 
executed 
which said 


y said office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Seventeenth day of March, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundr 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come 





It appears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed 
dissolution thereof 


authenticated 
r the voluntary 





f 


b the unanimous consent of all the stock 
kolders. deposited in my office that 
TREMONT GARDENS, INC 
corporatio n of this State, whose principa 
is situated at No. 790 Broad Street, 
the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
ff New Jersey (Harry <A. Sosnow, 


whom process may be served), has 
with the requirements of Title 14 
; 1 of Revised Statute 





to the issuiz 
ertificate of lution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
» of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, 
day of March, 1960, file in 
y executed and attested consent 





nteenth 


writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
executed by all the stockholders | 
id consent and the record 
f id are now on file 
ded br 1 


aw. 
WHEREOF. |! 





STIMONY 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed seal, at te nton 
this , Mare 
A.D t 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 

Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

all to whom these presents may come, 
satisfaction. 


It appears to my 








u § enti ated record of the proceed- | 

for ‘the voluntary dissolution thereof | TEN, f State of the State of 

the unanimous consent of all the stock- | New Hereby Certify that the 

lers, deposited my office that n the Sixteenth day of 

THE CHARLOTTE CORP. | ‘my office a duly ex- 
corpora ti m of this State. whose principal | consent in writing to! 
ffi is situat ed at No. 207 Market Street, | corporation, executed | y 

i of Newark, County of Essex, | s in interest of the |» r 





f New Jersey, Nathaniel Alper, 
: the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


whom process may be served). has 
‘d with the requirements of Title 14. | t 
General. of Revised Statutes 








to the issuing 









i the Secretary of | 
of the State of New Jersey. Do Herebr 
y that the sai id corporati on did, on the | 
f arch. 1960, e in my] 
attested consent 
yn of said cor- 
Il the stockholders 
msent and the record | 
ngs utereenlé are now on file | 
s id office as provided by law. | 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 




















| BSTATE 
Pu r 


lw IENER. 
thie dar 


‘Surro gate of the fino a of Essex, 
} undersigned, 





said deceased 


ion their claims and | | demands against the est 
the estate of said deceased | ¥ 





recovering the same 
THE NATIONAL 
BANKING 
MARY C. DURR, Attorney 
| 147 Halstead Street 
| East Orange, N. J 


from prosecuting or 

















h < 2 r f- 
this Stitnenth wer of Prenton. | Administratrix of said deceased, | rever barred from prosecuting or 
A.D.. one thousand nine hundred to the creditors of | recovering the same against the subscriber. | 
ua iete. : ls to the subseriber,| THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 11 fArt n, their claims and TANALIS, LYNCH & MALONEY, Attorneys 
Secretary of State. a the estate of said deceased | : n Street 
Mar. 24. 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 | s from this date, or they | Nr N.J 7 
: f barred from prosecuting or} 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 
— | recovering the same against a subscriber. | 
LOUISE R. HELL | 
Date 4: March 17, 1960 | BOYD. DODD, KEER & BOOTH, Attorneys | Dated: March 7, 1960 | 
OF EVA E. CADDY, deceased. | 31 Park ~—s | ESTATE OF JOHN HOWARD RAYMOND, 
t to the o of DAVID H.|: NV. J. | deceased. 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, | L 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 | _ Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 
made on the application of the| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
Executor of said deceased,| TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will| this day made, on the application of the| 
is her given to the creditors of| apply to the Essex County Court, at the| undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
» exhibit to the subscriber, | irt House, Newark, New Jersey, on April} notice is hereby given to the creditors of | under 





their claims and 
e of said deceased 
is date, or they 


oath or affirmation, 





six months from 
barred 
against the subscriber. | 
NEWARK & ESSEX 
OF NEWARE | 


be forever 


COMPANY 


—Mer. 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 


‘ 
ESTATE OF 


charge 





of Revised Statutes | 





stockholders | 





$21.60 | 


comy 


State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
that tl said corporation did, on the 
nth y of March, 1960, file in 


stockholders | oy STOCKHOLDERS TO 


To all to 


ings for the 
deposited in my 


| a corporation of this State, 
in the City of Union City, 


State of 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 





|} by more than 
| stockholders 
} and 

are now on file in my 


agent therein and in charge ther: | 


CERTIFICATE OF 
|} BY STOC KHOL DERS TO DISSOLUTION | 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting | 
BR “x DAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
u au nticat cord of the proceed- 





deposite 


I 
HERMAN F. GREENEBAUM, 
deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 

rom this date, or they will be forever barred 





a prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers. 

RUTH GREENEBAUM 

HERBERT J. HANNOCH 

FIDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 


HANNOM ‘H, WEINSTEIN, MYERS & 
IRN 








Do Hereby | — 
on the | 
in my} 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Grecting: 

WHER ans S, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly ithenticated record of the p 

I for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 
niders. deposited in my office that 


NEWARK 
a corporation of this State, 
: sit ed at No 3 


( © 


BAKERY, INC. 
whose principal 
353 Hawthorne Ave- 
ity of Newark, inty of 

sex, Sts New Jersey (Yetta Klein, 
being the se nt therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
lied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


KEIL’'S 








’ 





NOW THEREFORE, I, the secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


March, 1960, file in my 
luly execu and attested consent 
ng to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
said consent and the record 
gs aforesaid are now on file 
office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 





teenth day of 





which 





fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of March, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 





§ OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
DISSOLUTION 
these presents may come, 


STATE 


whom 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
»y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
office, that t 
CROWN PHARMACAL CORP. 
whose principal 
801 Palisade Avenue, 
County of Hudson, 
(Joseph Welder, 


‘ffice is situated at No. 


New Jersey 





upon whom process may be served), has 
ce mplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
rations, General, of Revised Statutes, 

to the issuing of this Certificate 





msent has been filed. 

tEF ORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 
of State of the State of 
Hereby Certify that the 
did, on the Sixteenth day of 








in my office a duly ex- 
attested consent in writing to 
id corporation, executed 





two-thirds in interest of the 
thereof, 
the record of the 


said office as provided 








by law 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
this Sixt if. 

Sea one t . 
sixt 


y- 
EDW ARD 


J see 24, 31, 





JERSEY 
STATE | 
CONSENT | 


STATE OF NEW 
DEPARTMENT OF 
FILING OF 













dissolution thereof 
flic that the 

AND ‘BEAUTY, INC. 

this State, whose principal 
801 Palisade Avenue, 
mn City, County of Hudson, 
(Joseph Weider, 
in charge thereof, 
be served), has 
nents of Title 14, 
of Revised Statutes, 
ling of this Certificate 
been filed. 

I, EDWARD J. PAT- 


I 


PIG URE 








ity se v ni 
New Jersey 
it therein 






















hich said certificate | 


ceedings aforesaid 















1 my said office as iat 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
et my hand and af- 
1 seal. at Trenton, 
jay of March, A.D., 
Sea ) 1d nine ht d and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 


u Mar. 24, $1, $21.60 


Apr. 7 





ESTATE OF WILLIAM F. RAAB, deceased. 





WIENER 
thi 





Dated: March 18 1960 | 0 





order of DAVID H. 


Purevant to the 
s munty of Essex, | 


Togate of the C 























14th 
for Judgment 
the names 
from prosecuting or/ and John 


| 61 


1960, at 10 o'clock in the forenoon, 
authorizing them to assume 


of Yvonne Wells, Warren Wells 


Wells. 

Yovonne Wilson 
Warren Wilson | 
John Wilson 

| Sidney H. Smith, Atty. 

7 Central Ave., 
Bast Orange, N.J. 
L.J.—Mar. 17, 24. 31. 


Apr. 7 


Jated: March 4, 1960 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all te whom these presents may come, 


Gr 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the prec 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 


holders, deposited in my office that 
CHEMICAL RUBBER 

MANUFACTURING CORP. 
a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. Room No. 616, 
Park Place, in the City of Newark, County o 
Essex, State of New Jersey 
upon whom 
Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, 
of this Certifieate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the 
Eighteenth day of 
my office a duly execu 
in writing to the dissolution of sald 
poration, executed by all the 
| thereof, which said consent 
lof the proc 


March, 1960, file 









as provided by law. 


in my said office 
WHEREOF, 


IN TESTIMONY 
have here to. set my 
fixed my ¥ seal, 





i ) 2) et i 
(Seal) A.D., one thonsand 
and sixty 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of State. 


PATTEN, 


L3 Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 | 


thereof 
by the umanimous consent of all the stock- 





whose principal 
pe! 


(Joseph Bigel, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 


|e being the agent therein and in charge | 


complied with the requirements of 
| Corporations, 
lof New Jersey, 


the Secretary of 
De Hereby | 
said corporation did, on = | 





ted and attested consent 
cor- | 
stockholders | 
and the record | 
ings aforesaid are now en file 


hand and af- 

at Trenton. 
lay of March, 
nine hundred | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY | — 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIOy 
To all to ohom these presents may ep, 










eet 

WHE EEAS, It appears to my sat! 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissoluti 
by the ——- —_— nt of 
holders. depos in my office t! 
SUPE Rok CABINET CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 26 Orange 
ve Town of Montclair, County 

State of New Jersey (Ww liam J. « 





oy 





upon whom process may be serr 






General, of Revised 
preliminary to the 
Dissolution j rn 
THEREFORE, I, the Se ai 
of the State of New Jersey, | 

that the sa'd corporation 
Sixteenth day of March, 1960, 
duly executed and attest: 


of this Certificate of 
NOW 
State 



























g to the dissolution of 
poration, executed by all the st 
thereof, which said consent and Pepe 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now og ¢ 
in my said office as provided by law a \ 
IN TESTIMONY WHE! J 
have hereto set my hand 1 ais 
fixed my official seal, at W 
this i i day’ f TA! 
Seal) ~ D., one th« ousand 
nd sixty 
E DW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $214 


















I ny TE OF CONCETTA also known 
‘ATHE RINE PADULA, deceased 
NOTICE OF 8 LEMENT 

by that the accou 





“Executor of the Last Ww 


PADULA, deceased, wil 














“f CONCETTA also know? 
1 be 





1 by the Surrogate and re-| 
se ement to the Essex Connty 
Probate Divisior n Tuesday, the! 


within six 


| JOHN W. 
| 79 Halsey 
| Newark 2, N 





at the Court House, in 
the 


parcel of 
being in 


New Jersey. 


inches westerly 
and Norfolk 


on a 













which said certificate | 
proceedings aforesaid | 


| 
WHEREOF, 1|' 

| 

| 


day of April next 
ALFRED L. PADULA 
ALFRED L. PADULA, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
Dated: Ma 8. 1960 
L.J Mar 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-80 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW _ JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, 


DOCKET NO. F-2927-58—Between 
M. Gorman and Ma 
Wende! 





his wife, Defendants. 

n for Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 
By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 


Vendue, 
Newark, 
April, next, 
the 


for Sale. by Public 
12th day of 
time), al! 
and 


descri 


(prevailing 
land 
particularly 
the City of 


bed, situate, lying 


Newark, Essex 





the southerly 
t distant 315 feet 
from the corner 
street as the same are laid 
map of the A. W. Corey 
Along New 
. (2) southerly at 
treet 196 feet; thence (3) 
with New street 25 feet: 
parallel with the 


BEGINNING on 
New street at a poin 


ywn and 





d by 


Seven Cents ($2 784.07 





Dated: Mar ) 
ESTATE OF KATHE MINE W. CORTRIG 
deceased 
Pursuant to the order of , 
IENER, Surrogate of the : 









day made, on the 
undersigned, Executor of 
e is hereby giv 
deceased, to ex i 
affirm nation, 





said 
under oath or 
demands against the estate of 
months from this « 
will be forever barred from 
recovering the same against the ay 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUT 
STRAHAN, Attorney 
Street 





Harry 
Gorman, Plain- 
Sr. and Alice 


| L.J.—Mar. 17, 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14 
Dated: Mar 9, 1% 
ESTATE OF CHARLES E. NESS, d« 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID &£ 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Ease 
this day made on the application of 
undersigned, Executors of said derease 
notice is hereby given to the creditor ¢ 


said deceased, 
under oath 
demands against the estate of said 
within six 
will 
recovering the 


in Room B-16 

on Tuesday, 
at 1:30 P.M. 
following tract or 
the premises hereinafter 
and 
County, 


DOUGLAS C. 
11 Commerce 
Newark 2, N. 
L.J.- 


side of 





to exhibit to the subscribes 
their claims um 
deceased 
months from this date, or the 
be forever barred from prosecuting « 
nya against the subscribes 
ANCES NESS 
HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
BAKER, Attorney 
Street 
J 


or affirmation, 











THE 


Mar. 17, 24, 31, 





of same 
eut 
property ; | 
street westerly 25 
right angles 
easterly | 

thence 
] second describ- 
feet to the point of BEGINNING. 
designated as 330 New 


by dnly authenticated record pr 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 

by the unanimous consent bh 
holders, 
NATIONAL COLLECTION ENFOR 





New Jersey 
imate amount of the Judgment 
said sale is the snm of 


Seven Hundred and ty 


fom the agent therein and in charge there! 
upon whom 
| complied with the requirements of Title 1 Poss 








Newark 
sd Mar 








osts of this sale. 
‘Mare 7, 1960 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
Arthur N. Weitz, Attorney. 
J Mar. 17, 24, S1,.Apr.. T $28.35 
Dated: March 28 
i —_ ELSIE M. MEEKER, de sé 
Irsu to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENE z. Pees of the C ounty of Essex, 
this day made on the applicati 







Executor of said 











months from 
barred f 

the same against the 

ARTHUR M. MEEKER 

M a BATO, Attorney 

ford Place 

N a 


1, Apr. 7, 14, 21,.28 





rever 













of thia Certificate of Dissolution ee 





State of the State of New Jersey, 
[Seek that the said corporation 
Fourteenth 
on of the under-| my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said co 
poration, 
thereof, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are 
{in my said office as provided by 


deceased, 


is hereby given to the creditors of | 

deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
oath or affirmat their claims and 
ist the estate of said deceased 

this date, or they 


7m prosecuting or 
subscriber. 


fixed my official seal, 
this Fourteenth day 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand snipe 





this day made 











ecov 
"MORGAN 


PITNEY, 











Dated: March 23, 1960 

= EDWARD A. KRACKE, 
rs to the order of DAVID H. 
WIE NER_ Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


-cutor f said deceased, 
i the 
to the 
their 
of said 
his date, 
barred from 
same against the 


subscriber, 





the 


OF NEW YORK 
H AR DIN & WARD, Attorneys 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may com 


Greeting: Me 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactio: 

of th 
of all th 
deposited in my office tha 





SERVICE, INC. 





a corporation of this State, whose R 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce 

|in the City of Newark, County of Ess 

State of New Jersey (Harry T. Davina 





served), by 


process may be . 
f Title 1 e 








Corporations, General, of Revised Statu# 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu : 


NOW THEREFORE, I, the Sec 














day of March, 19 


executed by all the stockholde 
which said consent and the 





IN TESTIMONY WI 
have hereto set my ha 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 








on the application of the under- 
creditors of 


claims and /| 
deceased 
or they/d 
prosecuting or 
subscriber. 
GUARANTY TRUST COMPANY } 


under oath 


within six ee A from this dat e, 
will be forever barred from pros 
q 


recovering the 
MEYER LINN ICK, 


| oom 2. N 









| L.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7 $21 

Dated: March 14, 1% . 
| ESTATE OF es eat decease: e 
| Pursuant to th » E F 
| WIENER 8 
} this day —~Mar 
| undersigned, e Sees 
notice is hereby 
said deceased to exhibit 


or affirmation, 





the su 





Broad Street 


J.—Mar. 24, 31, 











under 
demands meee the estate 














Dated: March 24, 
ES G. LIDLE, deceased. 
of DAVID H. 
County of Essex, 





Surrogate 


Executor ot said deceased, 
is hereby gi 
deceased to 
oath or affirmation 





to the subscriber, 
of said deceased 








said deceased, 
under oath or affirmation, 
demands against the estate of said deceased. 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from >rosecuting or | 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


to exhibit te the subscriber 
their claims 


LLIAN Z. SMITH 


L 
STEPHEN J. LORENZ, Attorney 
| 39 Sanford Place 
| Newark 6. N. J 
$10.08! L.J.—Mar. 10, 17, 24, 31, 


Apr. 7 


1960 





“day made on the appl eating of the under- 


the creditors of 


ESTATE OF JOHN SANDRITTEF - 
Pursuant to the order of Davi Ds 
| WIENER, Surrogate of the County ef x 
this day made on the of 
undersigned. Executor decease Z 
| notice is hereby given to the creditors 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribe. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims beet 


their claims and 





demands against the estate of said 
| within six months from this 
| will be forever barred from prosecd J 
| recovering the same against the sabes 


THE 
| JOHN F. 
}11 Commerce Street 
| Newark 2. N. 





Dated Mar bi 








date, or 2 





HOWARD SAVINGS INST 
CONNOLLY, Attorney 








.J.—Mar. 17, 24, 31, Apr 
Dated: 3 
| ESTATE OF RONALD L. FR 


this 
undersigned, 
notice is 
said deceased to 


demands against the estate 
and | within six months 
will be 
recovering the same against 


| 744 Broad Street 
| Newark 2. N. J 
L.J.- 








deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of 
TENER, Snrrrogate of the C 
day made on the anew 
E “xecutors 
herebr i 





oath or affirmation. 
from this 
forever barred from prosecth 


the subse 





HELEN H. FREIERMUTH _ ypast 
FIDELITY UNION TRUST CU™ > 


RIKER. DANZIG, MARSH & SCHERES 


Attorneys 


- 


—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 
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— ————————————— eA mr ace nr i emma 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
lana — 
Dated: March 1, 1960) STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: March 24, 1960 STATE OF NBW JERSEY 
: <aTE OF LOUIS COMITO, deceased. __ DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATA ESTATE OF HENRY F. MERRIAM, _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
N Estseuant to the order of DAVID H. CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION deceased. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Com cER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,|7o all to whom these presents may come,| To ail to whom these presents may come, Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./| 70 all to whom these presents may come 
; wade, on the application of the | Greeting: — : Greeting WIENER; Surrogate of the County of Essex, Greeting: ; 
Acticg * izned, bxecutor of said deceased,| WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction.| WHEREAS. Lt appears to my satisfaction. | this day made on the application of the}, WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction, 
Toe hereby given to the creditors of | by duly authenticated record of the proceed-/ py duly autuenticated record of tue proceed- | undersigned, Executors of said deceased,| DY duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
theres sed, to exhibit to the subscriber, | ‘nse for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution tuherevi | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | iuks for the voluntary dissolution therev 
Story y¢ affirmation, their claims and|>Y the unanimous consent of all the stock-|by the unanimous consent of all the etock-| said deceased to exhibit to the subseribers, trader mma oo lege - eee 
s against the estate of said deceased | °° om Seeos eM a holders, deposited in my office that under vath_or affirmation, their claims and | “0lders. ee han ie 
x months from this date, or they | sign aa) Aer Cie id E COR , MICHAELS BLEACH demands agalnst the estate of said deceased ; eth lle gg ¢ 
rever barred from prosecuting or © eon 0. : in State, whose principa MANUFAC TURLNG OORP. within six months from this date, or they a corporation oO on State. as eee ke 
the same against the subscriber. ce is situated at No. 1180 Raymond Boul ;| @ corporation of this State, whose principal] will be forever barred from prosecuting or| Ollice is situated at No. God Eagle Rock Ave- 
43 RAHAM F. COMITO | the City of Newark, County of office i6 situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, recovering the same against the subscribers. nue, in the Town of West Urange, County of 
STEVENS, JR., Attorney x, St tate of New Jersey (Charlie e Handler, in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, JOHN D. MERRIAM Essex, State of New Jersey (Harold Mark- 
Avenue being the agent therein and in cuaeee there: State of New Jersey (Mortimer Neuman, THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK owitz, being the agent therein and in charge 
‘J spon whom process may be served), being the agent therein and in charge thervv!, OF WEST ORANGE thereof, upon whom process may be served). 
“yo. 17, 24, 31, Apr. 7 complied with the requirements of upon whom process may be served). has | GROSSO, BECK & MANGINO, Attorneys has complied with the requirements of Title 
iV, Corporations, General, of Revised complied with the requirements of Title 14. | » Main Street 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
: ’ of New Jersey, preliminary to the Corporations, Gener: of Hevised Statutes | Gran: ee of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
)TICE that the undersigned shall! of this Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey. p nary to the issuing |; 2 e*: -J. » ——— of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Essex County Court, located at| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of thie Certificate of Dissolution. L.J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
, Newark, New Jersey, on| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW, THEREFORE, i, the Secretary ot | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Es 28 14 of April, 1960, at 9:30 A.M.| Certify that the said corporation did, on the | gtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on thy 
of. ae ut to assume the name of| I'wenty-second day of March, 1960, file in] Certify that the said corporation did, on tue Jated: March 28, 1960] T'wenty-fourth day of Mareh, 1960, file in 
othe, ery ael De Jura. my office a duly executed and attested consent | Fifteenth day of March, 1960, file in my | ESTATE OF ELIAS BERLOW, deceased. my office a duly executed and attested consent 
aS ADs ANGELO JOHN SALZAN in writing to the disso lution of said cor a pa a duly executed and attested consent | Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN-| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
5 E. GRASSO tion, executed by all the stoc Kholders | my office a duly executed and attested consent | LR, Surrogate of the County of Essex, this | poration, executed by all the stockholders 
on r Petitioner f. which said and the rec }in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | day made on the application of the under- | thereof, which said consent and the record 
ne f LY are now on | poration, executed by all the etockholders | signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is | of the proceedings aforesaid are sow on file 
a¢ - r office as provided by law. | thereof. which said consent and the record | liereby given to the creditors of said deceased | [n my said oftice as provided by la 
Apr. 7 $8.82 TESTIMONY WHEREOF., I lof the proceedings a said are now on file | to exhibit to the subscribers. under oath or IN TESTIMONY W HEREOF. 
2 hereto 2 hand and af-/in my said office as ovided by law. | affirmation, their claims and demands against have hereto set my hand and af 
| IT MAY CONCERN: 2 my offi » at Tr | N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | the estate of said deceased withiy six months fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
) 4 A VONCEEN: ‘ this wenty jay of bave hereto set my hend and af- | from this date, or they will be forever barred this Twenty-fourth day of March, 
: i NOTICE that the undersigned will Seal) 4.D., one nine tk | fixed my official seal, at Trenton |frem prosecuting or _ the same | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
nine aly to the Essex County Court, Court and sixty. (Seal) A.D., one yusand nine hundr. | against the subscrib | and sixty. 
i vse sark, New Jersey, at 10:00 A.M EDWARD J. PATTEN. | and sixty | LEONAR D BER LOW PATTEN, 
2 the day of April, 1960, for a judg- Secretary of State EDWARD J T'TEN SHELDON BERLOW | State. 
sent sume the names of LARRY L. Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14 $21.60 Secretary o} ii RICHARD BERLOW i EJ 7, 14 $21.60 
? x MURIEL RUDD NOBEL, ELLEN ee ae ees aoa 2) hee Se Se mee $21.60 | MELVILLE J. BERLOW nT }— — — . 
§: and MARK DAVID NOBEL <a eae ewe oe | 207-So. BacteonSireet STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
— OUIS NEBELKOPF e ee : aaa - ae 7 | Bast Oran 3 DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
MURIEL RUDD NEBELKOPF 7 geek 4 STATE OF NEW JERSEY pee ‘Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
jividually _ as Pa ERTIFICATE OF DiISSULUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATE AE Ua GEA hatin CP | To all to whom these presents may come 
t 1 guardians o ’ ripe Piste . ; , _— NT ETre : " ~~ oa . Greeting: 
ebel ikopt Seal Sere # a ‘ene: hom th nig may , | Cee arene OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfacti« 
D ts. WHEREAS. It To ali to whom these presents may come, DEPARTMENT OF STATE by duly authenticated record of the pro 
; : eee Greeting: } CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION jings for the voluntary dissolution the: 
eae, vas WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | 7, gii to u hom these presents may com: nen the unanimous consent of all the stock 
New Jersey sy ae ,. | by duly authentica reco rd of the proceed- Greeting : } nelder posited in my office that 
17, 24, 31, Apr. 7 $13.2 \ ij in my jings for the volu issolution thereof | WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction SUG-8U8 BROADWAY CORPOKAT! 
—$$_—___——_— HOMA HOMES fp pe er cons 1b = all the stock- | by duly authenticated record of the pr Pt egy cage yo of this a pra oe 
4 . rat f Ss State | holders, deposited in my office that in for the voluntary dissolution th Ice 1s situated at ve . 
LATE OF NEW JE LSE Y ‘ na ated at Ne "40" d | ACADEM RECREATION, INC, rx the unanimous eoiinen of all the ( ! Bayonne, County ol 
KRIEMBENT UE STATE tf Bergentieid, County of a corporation of this State, wh we principal | holders, deposited In my office that New Jersey (Jacob Siegal 
ICATE OF DISSOLUTION Do ane “taesne’ (eeiead office is eituated at No. 2 Mott Street, | GIM FOAM RUBBER CORP. © agent therein aud in charge thereof, 
WCRCHE TREES SE GIEREE NE COON tiie agent therein and ix Chavseabaeat, | Me te Cloc Nan County of Hawex, | NEW JERSEY ipon whom process may be served). 
. Rs wee Bang ) er of New (Brano 4 tion of this Sta |} complied with the requirements of ‘Title 
iS, lt appears to my satisiaction. | ° : < pe on the agent there nd in charge there- & tuated at No. 1 Corporations, Genera of Revised Statu 
enticated record of the proceed: | * ‘| of, upon whom process , may be served), has | the City of Newark. County of | of New wi “> y, preliminary to the iss 
volantary ceanclotson reds , | complied with the requirements of Title 14, : e of New Jersey (Benjamin Esberg, | °! =his ¢ vate of Dissolution. 
a ted Paget =. ae — this issolut «| Corporations, General, Revised Statutes | being the agent therein and in charge thereof | _ NOW, THE REF OR bs 1, the Secretary of 
1, 1e PALYAN P RODUCE CO., INC. NOW, Se the Secretary of | of New Jersey, preliminary to the jesuing | upon whom process may be ser ho | State of th the State ms New Jersey, Do Hereb» 
came [ME corporation of this, Btate, whose princival | State of the Btate of New Jersey. Do Hereby | of thle Certiticate of Disuclution. | | eumplind, with the redulrement fy TStntute; | bighteenth day "of. Sfareh, 1900," fle 1 
ce is situat ted at No. 225 Pomona Avenue, | ‘ that the said corporation did, on the | | NOW, Seaberge Soe eee em Ce a, wee yet C4 of ie | my office a du.y executed and attested consent 
y the «ity of Newark, County of Hesex, 1 day of Mar 190, file in| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 0! . gy ol ea Re Te eriilni tar tar dioaetanlon oe aaemnee 
arte New Jersey (Abraham Madee, a duly executed and attested consent | Certify that the said corporation did, ou the HEF SFOR RE 5 in zi ae ered = oe ceekaan bee a ‘ha prt is : 
7 ‘ ; : . a the dissolution of said cor- | Fifteenth day of Ma 60, file in my PHERE tm, th retary . 
ve therein and in charge thereo! ° soaks fic. es re , St State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby | ' ch suid consent and the record 
rocess may be served). has sci at. ae eee | Corer ene, renters ane, Oreemee ia cor: | Ce" that the said corporation did, on tlie | of eedings aforesaid are now on 
the requirements of Title 14 said consent and the record | in writing to the diss lution of said cor- day of March, 1960, file in| id office as provided by law. 
General. of Revised Statutes cecinae Stoseeers Ste Cot OR SNC heme chee ee Oe eer een acer my ‘of a duly conceal and attested consent IN TESTIMONY WHEREUOI 
' preliminary to the issuing | /2 fice as provided by law. | thereof, which said consent and the record | : westtis : ta jaa” Ateaalatina cae aan ean | have hereto set my hand and af 
or the s Certificate of Dissolution. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1) of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file poration, executed by all the stockholders fixed my official seal, at Trento 
tne THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of hereto set my band and af-| in my eaid office as provided by law. | the reof. which said consent and the recor this lighteenth day of March 
ting f the Btate of New Jersey, Lo Hereby my official seal, at Trenton, | IN TESTIMON ¥ WHEREOF, 1 | «+ the proceedi ings aforesaid are now on file | (Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundr 
a the said corporation did, on . tis Lwenty-secoud day March, | bave hereto ect my hand and af-| i, my eaid office as provided by law. | and sixty 
wane day of March, 1960, file in| (Seal A.D., one thousand nine hundred fixed my official ocal, at Trenton,; IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. EDWARD J. PATTEN 
iia ily executed and attested consent and sixty. pene this Fift h day of March, | have hereto set my hand and Secretary of State. 
» the dissolution of said cor- EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred | fixed ms officlal seal. at Trent L.J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14 $21.60 
executed by all the stockholders _ Secretary of State. and sixty. | a ity- all Ge a mae) ——— > : eed 
veof, which said consent and the recor ean : wrens EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
the proceedings gener 3 ge now on file a —_——_—_. — Secretary of State. | and “tt j | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ae zy said office as provide by law. L.J Mar. 24, $1 ipr $21.60 | EDWARD J. PATTEN. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL UTION 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF STATE OF NEW JERSEY mad sre eee eee Secretary e State. To all to whom these presents may 
nave hereto set my hard d DEPARTMENT OF STATE ey z ares I..J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7, -60 | Sd 
IN fixed my official seal, at. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY eee = VHEREAS, It appears to my satis 
com t venteenth day of 1 all to whom these presents may come : DEPART: . UF STATE : em ; bs “dul y authenticated record of 
Me , one thousand nine hb F CERTIFICAT DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY ings for the voluntary dis 
sixty A It appear sfa To ali tao whom esenta may come DEPARTMENT OF STATE by the i I onsent of ! , 
vARD J. PATTEN july a cated rec the proceed Greeting: — CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ders, deposite: my office ‘that 
, retary of State. xz for por untary ion there WHEREAS, It appeare to my satisfaction. | 7y ail to whom these presents may con NLEE CORP 
es - 31, Apr. 7 $21.60 consent of the stock | bY duly authenticated ‘ f the proeced Greeting: a corporation of this State whose prin¢ 
a —_ — in my office that ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction flice is situated No. 2 North Dean S 
oor : tala ALTY CORPORATION by the unanimous pot of all the eteck- | by duly authenticated record of the proce n the City of Eng od, County 
seit DE ME aE NY OF GRATE a this Dar whose holders, — in office that ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | . te o Je (He ry if 
< = 2 f 1 : + é J 4 NO D t a z ‘ 3s ( 4 ” aii ul - + : + 7 ; “at 
ATE OF DISSOLUTION , ; v1 Sea a corporatior os ti whose principal po A ‘aoa in cr ie cae “iii aa Seon 2 a ea a charge ‘therect, 
om these presents may come, | |! : el se ars | office is sti at ! 1139 East Jersey | BERGENWOOD REALTY CORP coanpiiadl with the ceceieesiant perigee) oy 
a e J : r 2 " ~ OF “ ile witl r 11 nts 0 le j4 
E It appears to my satisfacti being the agent therein and in charge thereo a Da t- gy se yng Bd Pte sie sg of bach “00 8 Kena va ial tae | Corvorations, General, of Revised Statute 
ly a nticated record of the : whom process may be served). lia Mores a a6 Mg Sf inant Ppa Wewcecahy te eo eat sroat magi - lof New Jersey, preliminary to the is s 
for voluntary dissolution ppeof | ‘ th the requirements of Title 14 ing the agent therein and in charge thereof | Town of West New York, Co of Hudson,| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
be 1imous consent of all the stock- | ‘ . General. of Revised Statute- upon whom | process Ba. Eat erly ry hestpde de ae ee -_ ‘3 Panos oo g NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
ors sited f Z rsey, prelimit lary to the issu ao ° a apes eee bts 0 ry eux the axen herein and in charge eof. | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereb 
tomate NICOTAT: CORP. _ f this rtificate of Dissolution. Corporations. Gen Aci vied Statutes | upon whom process may be served). bas | (Certify that the said corporation did, on th: 
issu t corpora 1 of this State. whose principa Now. THER EFORE, I, the Secretary of | of New Jersey, pr timina ry to the l\esuing mplied witb oe requirements of Title 14. |} Twe ity-third 1 f March 1960. fil 
s ted at No. 24 Commerce S t, | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | of this Certificate of Disso ition. i . General, of Revised Statutes | my office a duly executed and attested conser 
of Newark, County of Essex | [fr that the said corporation did, on the Pema ee manasa ene Bag ng f ver: Pte ge he the issuing | in writing to the dissolution of said 
~ Joume Te 7 avin third day of Marct 1960, file é e , » Hereb; ft his Certificate of Dissolution. poration, executed by all the stockho 
: ¥ -_ 7 Pg PN leg re : e a duly executed and attested ‘senaoat faa Bh oy Apa ae ort puees “y = = “~ bas ‘OW, ay cade: the be ay = ae t which said consent and the record 
process may be served). has | 2 ing to the dissolution of said cor- eiies a dul ion ameas tial pe ©: aidcatad damaane Fiche agp pecvieg ary cocuceation a 7 paths if weedings aforesaid are now on file 
the requirements of Title 14 t een ee pl age Fi ge ager ns in writing to he disselut ion of said cor- \ pare clanen d = f “Mare h, 1960, file in = ee tat I 
Ge eneral, of Revised Statutes € which said consent and the record | ee gps Wage # . pone MP BE ceo yt yes! ape IN TESTIMONY W HEREOF I 
preliminary to the issuing | 0f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Doration, executed by all the stockholder i executed and attested consent Saves Newatae aides uaen hae aa ale 
ate at umolaton. ror my said office as provided by law. _ pe ay be Mag rn 9 = — — i to the dissolution of said =. fixed my official seal, at Trentor 
REFORE. I. the Secretary of IN TESTIMONY WHERE*VF, al i tt pats for eg: no pe executed Dy al the stockholders t wenty-thir lay f Mar 
bata of Naw James. Do Horeliy Lave hereto eet my hand and af-| i= my celd oflce se proved pL annor, 1|° ceaee ecuaent enone me (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
Se Se Seen Se. os Se rg i ge i ig om have hereto set my hand and af-|in my said office as provide by ia rege iow aieb J. PATTEN 
lay of Mare 1960, file in his ensy tks OF Of  MArers | aa camel ~ TE ‘ONY iP Lore eca 
‘Sextlatetud attage cpoent | (S41) AB, "one thousand sine wondred | aed momen "ala Baer, |" SIN aeetiatony WHERDOR, 1) | Secretory of Slate 
the dissolution of s id cor- EDWARD > N | (Seal) A.D or ‘then sand nine hundred fixed my official seal. at i reel idl : weibioe 
uted by all the stockholders a toe | ” gad slaty ; this Twenty-eighth day of March tawe SESS or : 
ch aid consent and the record Mr nt tae te $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and | DEPAR sane cl ae 
n i now on file Apr. «, 1 2<1.0 . | . 3 e & e = eas Y 7) 
ee ee | Secretary of State Pare) sixty. ae | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
2 v by law. ___ | L.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr $21.60 | EDWARD J. PATTEN. To all to whom these presents may com: 
my official seal, at Trenton STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE | LJ. -Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14 $21.60 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
‘ourteenth day of March, DEPARTMENT OF STATE | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
one thousand nine hundred CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | To all to whom these presents may come, STATE OF NEW JERSEY SN ee ee 
1 sixty, To all to whom these presents may come.| ‘Greeting: | DEPARTMENT OF STATE in oe 
oan at — WHEEEAS, It appears to my satisfacti WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION mene SAOLLY PARK, INC. 
: db AS. pe omy sauisi 10D 1 entic record of e : 0 ow é. nT e8E come, | te 3 . } 
4, 31, Apr. 7 $21.60| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- pte Be geese dissolt see “aueal gia a My saecbileialanlasasaiainsittinsenl | ,cornoracion, of a a SS 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | in the City of East Orange, ¢ unty of Essex 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | holders, deposited in my office that by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | ctate ¢ New Jersey (Frar | a Kent, 
ae SALE rae ors. deposited in my office that WOODGLEN OORP. ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ieing the agent thavete and in charae theres 
PRIOR (CHAN.) D-75 Deg Sah tl COU NTR XY LAKE HOMES, INC. ; |a corporation of this State, whose principal | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | inon. whom process may be eerved). has 
COURT OF NEW_ JERSEY, whose principal | office is situated at No. 31 Clinton Street,| holders. deposited in my office that . | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
2 _"pe1437-08_—Betwe COUNTY County of BM ng in the City of Newark, County of Eseex,| DURABLE TOY & NOVELTY CO., INC. | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
een unty sergen | Stat e of New Jerse; Samuel S. Ferster,| 2 corporation of this ere whose principal | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
mited partnership associ t . re G. Councilor, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | “fic ituated at No. 11 Jeffers nm Street, | .¢ thie Certificate of Dissolution. 
Plaintiff, and Benjamin ie being the “agent therein and in charge thereof | upon whom process may be served), has| in of Rahway, County of Union, NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
1] Thompson, his wife,| upon whom process may be served). * | complied with the requirements of Title 14, State of New Jersey (Herbert L. Pardoe, | State if the State of New Jersey. Do Herebr 
ution for sale of Mortgaged complied with the requirements of Title 14, | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. that the said corporation did. on the 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing upon whom process may be served). has | y of March, 1960, file 
f the above stated writ of | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of this Certificate of Dissolution. complied with the requirements of Title 14. | my nd attested consent 
me directed, I shall expose| 0! this Certificate of Dissolution. | NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | Corporations. General. of Revised “taeaing | Intion of sald cor- 
Public Vendue. in Room B-16| NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary 0: | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby |f New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing the stockholirr 
Hot ise, in Newark, on Tuesday, St tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, on the + ae ee et ae tes e| and the rer 
ay of April, next at 1:30 P. M. pa acl — said bce ae Pose the | Seventeenth day of March. 1960, file in Png of the Pasa ye Now ae wg oll By : gf tal elas 
time). all e in ract or h i960 fi t Ds _ — Le _—— hoa ah 
dani premises ‘bereinatter, par. | my office a duly exeeuted and atteated consent | 1 writing ‘to’ the dissolution ‘of, eald cor: | Certify, that the said corporation did. on ae |" IN "TESTIMONY | WHEREOE. 1 
scribed, situate, lying and being| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | poration, executed by all the stockholders |" \me s duly executed and attested consent | presi ptcayger itd my EAee see S 
of Newark, Essex County, New| Doration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said consent and the record io cuttice — chad dteactatia Ge uate oie: | ee ee ae a mee 
, wi ; oeeeet, Oe ee See oe the record | of the progeedings aforesaid are now on file poration, executed by all the stockholders | (seal) A.D.. one thousand : 
cease ng at a point in the easterly line| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | in my aid office as provided by law. thereof. which said consent and the record and sixty 
> be Street distant therein northerly | ‘2 wy said otice ss Sr on REO | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file FDWARD J. PATTEN 
ing ¥ ‘rom the intersection of said IN TESTIMONY HEREOF, 1I| bave hereto set my hand and af-| in my said office as provided by law Serretaru of State 
7 £m Street with the northerly side have hereto set my hand and af- | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1/17.3. Mar 21. Apr. 7. 14 $21.80 
TOs tr thence (1) running south fixed my Cecile _ at Trenton | this Seventeenth day of March, have hereto set my hand and af ——_—__—— 
j utes east 68.60 feet; thence is Fifteenth of March, | (ga1) A.D., one thousand nine hundred fixed my official seal. at Trentor TO IOM IT MAY CONCERN 
oth 8 degrees 56 minutes east Seal) A.D., one thousand ‘ne hundred and | and sixty this Eighteenth day of March, > saat “hes las Catan ke ee oe 
tk ce (3) running north 81 sixty. I } WARD J. PATTEN, (Sea .D.. one ous “nine nndred ¢ +} ; j ’ Ne 
tes west 68.60 feet to the EDWARD J. PATTEN. | Raaaaae of State. ” aa ey a ICE ts le = ae ae 
ie street; thence (4) Secretary of State. . on | L.J-—Mar. 24. 31, Apr. 7 $21. 7 EDWARD J. PATTEN Pe Tc : Honse 
side of High street, J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14 $21.60 Secretary of State. | Hackensack, New on April 23. 1960 
56 minutes west 27 feet to Mer. 31, Apr. 7, 14 $21.60} a¢ 10:00 lock in re n. or as goon 
place of BEGINNING. De March 21, 1960 | 7 1s can be rd. for an order to change my 
description is for premises Dated: March 16, 1960) ESTATE OF HAROL BLANCHARD, jaa veneee) Sai Yarrington . 
High street, Newark, New EST a OF RHODA E.S. ROSSBACH, deceased. } Dated: March 14, 1960] Marca Cunneaty 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| ESTATE OF NIELS LINDHOLM, deceased. R MARY YARRINGTON 
npaid taxes, the legal effec to the order of DAVID H.| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, Pursuant to the order of DAVID _| Mart J. Cnr s Attornes 
dinances and other appli icable WIPNER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| this day made on application of the| WIENER, Surrogate of t Younty of An "| 200 Ma n Street 
tate and Federal regulations,| this day made on the application of the | undersigned, Exec yf said deceased.| this day made on the pen fe of the | F rt w Jersey 
s and occupants, if any, undersigned, Executor of said deceased,/ notice is hereby ¢ the creditors of| undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | 1.7 Mar. 31 Apr. 7. 14. 21 810.71 
easements of records if| notice is hereby given to the creditors of| said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, | notice is hereby given to the creditors of said | — ‘alae 
facts as would be revealed| said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber,| under oati or affirmat ir claims and| deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | TAKE that the undersigned w 
survey. oath or affirmation, their claims and| demands against the said deceased | under oath or affirmation, their claims and y t 1¢ Essex County Court, Court 
8 against the estate of said deceased| within six months date, or they! demands against the estate of said deceased | Hon Newark. New Jersey. at 10:00 A.M 
by said sale is the sum of in six months from this date, or they! will be forever barre m prosecuting OF| within six months from this date, or they} on the 28th day of April, 1960. for a 
past Two Hundred and Seventy-| will be forever barred from prosecuting or) recovering the same aga inst the subscribers. will be forever barred from prosecuting or| judgment assume the name of SONNIE 8S 
PR and Fifty-Five Cents ($5,-| recovering the same against the subscriber. ALICE EDITH BITTLES BLANCHARD | recovering the same against the subscriber.| KRUTH 
- gether with the costs of thiz sale THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION HAROLD MERCER BLANOHARD, JR. THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | EUTICE KRUTH 
N.J.. March 7, 1960. ANDREW B. CRUMMY, Attorney CAREY & JARDINE, Attorneys J. ELMER HAUSMANN, Attorney Bertram S. Grand 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 11 Commerce Street | 11 Commerce Street 1000 Springfield Avenue 850 Broad Street 
_ Goldberg & Weiss, Attorneys.| Newark 2, N. J. | Newark 2, N. J | Irvington 11. N. | Newark 2. N. J 
24. 31, Apr. 7 $35.91 1.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 | L.J.—Mar. 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 L.J.—Mar. 17. 24. 31. Apr. 7, 14 L.J.—Mar. 31. Apr. 7. 14. 21 $7.56 
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oy ye i Verge er — ., ] Nominating Committee | EypioymMeNT OPPORTUNITY| EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
sole. C. Cotton; Ale sere In compliance with Section 2 ATTORNEY Mand Title Closing experience scene 
ALPSTRA, John Michael, 1344 Verga Ave. ; oe and Title Closing experience—seeks | 
Verga, West Deptford’ Twp.; vol.; lab. Response to the special en- of Article VI of the By-Laws of Leading multiple-line insurance eomeenr manent position. Box 284. j = 
; asse $80; re a J T. 5 80) = has i ediat i in Nort - 
Se | aavete G00: sete, LEH .5 ole) ae campaign of the Group |*he New Jersey State Bar As-| fi? .i"Attorney who bas had at least 2 TRIAL ATTORNEY—NEWARK Coren} | VO 
NG ELOPOULOS, Demetrius, 267 Amboy ; sociation, the Nominating Com- years private practice. We are looking lor with 6 years extensive ex; a 
Ave. Metuchen: wol: Jicb. 9660802-|402¢ Sean fOr N. J. State Bar As- : f for a man under 40, with potential, who all phases of trial ration-neg _ 
pitecn hae OL ag I gets ig Std Soe ..|mittee presents its report for is) willing <6 kedome paneled a ; al matters + 
assets $400; refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Henry| sociation members and their pa ‘ < 1 ing to assume sponsibility for : “. 8 + 
h. Golenbock; 4-5. . submission to the Association at settlement of heavy lability claims. Ex- — oe a — op S06 Hates 
BAKER, somes R., a5¢ s. 6th Bt. Mewar’; full-time employees has been its 1960 Annual Meeting cellent “en - fringe beneits — pe sharing or per diem basis. Box 233 
vol.; ab 2,299.26; assets ,500; refr. : : . . « it © . Senc ume 
. i &F ; solr. Mary gpd tN tds below expectations, reports Rich- Under the By-Laws, Theodore a ont. background and experi- FOR RENT 
KLAU & Stamile Inc., 90 Maple Ave., So.|@rd L. Amster, Chairman of the|J. Labrecque, who is now our = MO 
Plainfield; vol.; liab. $10,413.42; assets! Insurance Committee. President-Elect, becomes. the |’ ce pe ge n general. practice ce yond 
$20,500 ; refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Lawrence | = offi igaged neral pra and rea p! 
G. Belluscio; 3-29, og | While the plan has been in|President of our Association | proverts work. Diamond 8-610. al 
FORMU 1A. Jogeph. 303 New St., Glassboro; | Ps 3 eine 1, 1950, | without action by the Associa- | paw cLEeRK. OPENING AVAILABLE FOR | 
L T. & F.; solr. Fred A. Gravino; 4-1. effect since Ovemmber 4, “ | tion person with good background in active! | 4 gi 
oath At Phyllis, 147 Dixon Ave., Pa ter-|}the Trustees of the Insurance | _— 7 . g l ‘tice office in Elizabeth. Reply| | ¢ fu 
son ; vol.; Hiab. $1. G04 24: gedooet $572 es . % Nominees Box 28:5 | suild. OLdfield 3-0050-1 m 
1 ' ‘.; solr. Gelman & G.; 4-1.]}Fund arranged for a complete | officers: — : oat 5 ————— 
62 Parker Ave., Maple: evisi sffective N b 1A 5a, wie prone nals 20 WOE K IN ORANGE | PRIV. ATE ROOM IN LAWYER'S : as 
v 1; liab. $4,543.97; assets $500;); revision e€ ective ovember »| President-Elect, Douglas M. Law fice. Person th some title experi-| Jerse; Rent reasonable Opport: pI 
rete ; wit. Leon E. Greenhouse:!1959 The revised plan not only | Hicks. ence pref: a Phone “ORang e 7-2120. for referral work. Box 274. aS Pi 
ee ae ee is. provides a more realistic table} First Vice-President, Allen B. EMPLOYMENT WANTED BOOM IN LAW OFFICE. SHARE ga 
omona Ave., Newa 5 a jab. A : arial service. Room 0 Pa 
646.10; as $1,460: refr. L.T.&F.;|Of coverages, but is now offered | Endicott, 3rd. SSS eo | ek ae ar 
; : ; : a , ‘ : ATTORNE 28, DESIRES POSITION. al 
MEAN rth: Al. co straight st..{2¢  @ Premium approximately] Second Vice-President, Walter |“ p; uty dn akee Geek. ek OFFICES T °T—_NEWARK—_Bnw, gi 
_yol.; liab. $562.20; assets $50;/20% below that required for |Leichter. cate ihox 279. Plz near Court House—Two i. do 
| LT. & PF. 5 solr. Robert Goodman;| comparable individual policies. Treasurer, Adrian M. Foley, | srcrerany, LeGaL, 1M. HEAVY TITLE 2 
, John, 380 Chestnut St., Union; vol. ; . ors : sane ui ce. 4 day wet 
$54,204.79 $700; refr. L.T.| The Underwriters, when au- , E E. Dill preferred 32028 atter 6 P.M. bu 
, ori A. Ki te agh a |thorizing the special enrollment Secretary, Emma E. Dillon. ATTORNEY YOU NG, 8 YEARS DIVERSI- fir 
<ATZ, Erwin, ind 5 eae <- Pana | Trustees: “feabeR tis res germ Maieaet 
120 “Harper "St., Highland Park; vol.; liab:| stipulated their willingness to ee e e rporations, estates and da 
2 arver maneta $10,312.52 yetr. LAT. | ap E Shh sages First District, Daniel Bell, Jr. Admitted N. J. and - 
Ce aan Seal ee weeks jaccept all applications without ita p 
PARI, Joseph, 272 Hudson Pl., Fairview;|evidence of insurability, provid- B Third District, Horace G.| ——___ 2 mi 
vol. ; Hab $68,520.89; assets $2,235; refr. eae e : rown. OFFI hie SPACE AVAILABLE 
T. & F.; sol ld 8 n: 4- ed a minimum of 1,500 applica- ee ‘ 4 an t ». Call TE FOR 
ane be ee ee ee vt Fourth District, Franklin H. Assignment Order Englewood ; New building. Call 1 * 
nardsville: vol: liab- $4510.21) assets| “ONS (including employees) are Berry PRIVATE OFFICE IN LAWY! 
$1,100; refr. LT. & I ir. Frank D.|Secured. As this would involve : Or . nay a 0 Commer B salts fol 
Van Arsdale, Jr.: 4-4. ee : achat b h Seventh District, Joseph H. SUPREME COURT OF her tie bien co wi 
PAVONY, Jack, 47 Cooper Place. Weehaw-|@Pproximately 500 members, the seas 2 
‘ken; vol refr. L.T.&F.; soir. Morris|'Trustees felt that a most liberal gee + that te aieewe NEW JERSEY PRIVATE OFFICE AND SFA¢ E FO en 
Pajonk: 4 n tne even a e olfice RDERED that, i dditi t retary, air conditioned. 10 "i $ 
s ohn, 329 Pennington arrangement had been conclud- : ; : O AU, In AGGIION UO) Ferary, air one Di 
seem 3 Hin $6,694.60; assets $800; ed 2 President, President-Elect, First |their regular assignments, the | ——~——~“ $13. Call evel Price 
+e = L.T. & F.; solr. Edw. W. McGrath; 7 A Vice-President or Second Vice- following judges are temporarily FOR SALE 19 
‘ ee A sae : Unless the quota is met, many : b : ts : ; 9, 49 
SCHMINCKE, Harold Paul, Asbury Ave., Al é President becomes vacant Y | assigned as indicated, all assign- a - St. 
monesson; vol. ; | lab. $4,357.86 ; assets} Members who have applied May | reason of resignation or other-|ments exclusive of seo pl ATL. & N. J. DIGEST. CAN BE BROUGE ¥. St 
be; weir. LT ee; solr, Bred’ D- Gra-l be otherwise: wninsuravie and | _;. ; ioe wl eee “en sae ates eee 4M 
vin 4-1 : wise, the respective nominees except where otherwise noted: inger, ESq od urn +qy) 
SIMMONS, Harry, 4 Fast Cedar Lane,| coverage, therefore, declined. It]. it : New Jersey. atuy 
Teaneck; vol." liab, $7,032.62; assets! ooected that “woes shall be advanced one position Weeks of April 11 and 25, 1960 en 1 Br 
$1,195; refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Richard B.| 1S sugges iat membe s and Joseph H. Edgar is there- April 15, 1960 ’ ’ INFORMATION WANTED = 
wiimeanhalgh: 4-4. pany Inc., 337 Ches.|2°¢ interested submit their ap-| yon nominated to the office of | °*CePt April Is, ——— . 
zs Z eT cone ta Aan ications i j yeaah j j WILL THE ATTORNEY WHO PREPARE sumyr 
nut St... Union Iwo. 3 eft. LT. & F. ations immediately to the |second Vice-President. Judge Samuel Chiaravalli to] for the late Rodrig Cae oo 
WOODCLIFF Radio & TV. Service, 7807|2dministrator, John A. Couch, Respectfully submitted the Hudson County Court; and | Blackwood Terrace, Deptford Townsiip, G .m 
Bergenline Ave.. No. Bergen; vol.; lab Jr. Agency, Inc., 494 Broad St., Bernard Feinberg Judge Joseph Halpern to the | Scmembor ty, 959, please eons time ie urea 
$18,626.04; assets $2,862.86; refr . . Dekehia ge , ate — ing S 
F. solr. Rinaldi & R.; 3-29. iin Ai At Martin L. Haines Middlesex County Court. Soggy Ng teed ling. casual aah 
Warren Dixon, Jr. Week of May 9, 1960 Jersey (WOodlawn 3-7850). 
John H. Yauch Jr. Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to OFFICE SPACE WANTED 
Marshall H. Diverty the Hudson County Court. a a a I 
| E WwW penne Week of May 16, 1960 t| “use of office with some slight seas 
eek of May 16, » except | cvice. Box 280. — 
. May 20, 1960 | 
The Approved, Compact All-State Bills Introduced Judge Alvin R. Featherer to| “S=VESS FOS tAweEe 
. P - ( ONS of fur 
The following bills were intro- | the Essex County Court, includ-| | S1TaTIONS of cases in point furniaet 
d di he A bly: ing Thursday; services extra 
Se eee Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to Sam Weiss, 
A-628 Kurtz, Hughes, Freder- : 149 Scotland Rd 
ick, Panaro, Stamler, Meloni, the Hudson County Court. ee Taine 
Davis, Franklin, Tate, Bate,| Week of May 23, 1960 , 
Zi Bowkley, Maraziti, McGowan, Judge Samuel Chiaravalli to| GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSEN® 
. <i . fendants located; affidavit of inquiry a 
Self-Contained Hauser & Keegan. To regulate |the Hudson County Court; and | pied. Low fees. Excellent retereacen, Pu 
COMPLETE Yolo) @mee)'116)')-Vi-me)tbi pi certain retail installment sales| Judge Alvin R. Featherer to | ®. Handion, 243 Greviock ene 
ORP! and to license and regulate | the Essex County Court. Se ee 
—— {motor vehicle installment sales | Week of May 30, 1960, except disputed documents. J. Ps iy Ex 
Pp’ r rar 4 
iand sales finance companies. | May 30, 1960 a ee ee ee 
| (BA) Judge Samuel Chiaravalli to ao 
HANDWRITING & DOCUMENT EXPSz! 
= { di A-629 Kurtz, Hughes, Freder- | the Hudson County Court. qualified enemies : expert test * io 
13 trated. H . Sul 35-3 let & 
iIncIUaINg | ick, SS a. —— Weeks of June 6 and 13, 1960 Jackson Heights 12, N-Y-@. TLinols 64 
| Davis, é in, e 7 - 
FOLD-AWAY eee a ete ona’ |, Judge Vito A. Concilio to the | ieims—niwepiaTE Casi ON LEeAl 
Bowkley, Maraziti, McGowan, | Hudson County Court; and | and trusts. Attorneys recognized. Hit 


Sanger, 51 Chambers Street, New York, ! 
BEekman 3-7435. 


‘Hauser & Keegan. To regulate| Judge Philip R. Gebhardt to 
nen — ~ ours and | the Essex County Court. TITLE SEARCHER AVAILABLE TO Mam 
|services used or furnished in the | Weeks of June 20 and 27, 1960 | en ae Misdiae 


modernization, rehabilitation, re- | Monmouth and Somerset Counties, Comat for 
‘ : é Judge Joseph Halpern to the} anctract Co., 435 West 5th Ave, Base Sy 
|pair, alteration or improvement | g P P anes Se, Ee a ee Se ae rinci 


5-0488 
aq] , sal ots 
of real property and to peetae | Judge Saul N. Schechter to ITALIAN LAW — FOR ASSISTANG 9 heen 
| 
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| Essex County Court; and | cH inal Dheties a 
1S pe= legal matters i inquiries {mvite 
ie getter cg’ ee Se eae Amerigg D agestinn, 1000" Broad Stvest 3 there: 
A-630 D’Aloia. To regulate the es Mc at 

cancellation of certain liability 

insurance policies; provides for 
the appointment of a Board of 
Review in Department of Bank- 


ing and Insurance. (BA) oa 
A-638 Hughes, Werner & Wil-| Arnold C. Friedman, has moved | 

















/s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB | 
C. J. 


Dated: April 4, 1960 | CREDIT REPORTS: 


Announcement | NEW JERSEY BUREAUS | 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 





























lson. To provide that any person i end offices to 70 Clinton Ave., | WIRE: Union, N. J. 
above the age of 16 who has car- | Newark. — 
nal knowledge of a woman-child — 


}or a woman against her will by 
force or violence or of a woman 
obviously pregnant, unlawfully 

















3 piereRENT | 200 against her will, is guilty of Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years ie 
OUTFITS a high misdemeanor punishable Zs ime * Pale 
a startinc ay | OY death, unless the jury recom- For Our Unique Personal Service 0g 
*Optional mends life imprisonment. (F & i 
Goid Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 IR) ised 


Printed Minutes $1.00 





U.S. District Court | & @, ome 
New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated Trial Calendar awyers- 0 ton - e 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many ee : 
ffices. DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY ‘ 
= < criminal and civil actions Isted below TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
ny., stat NF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers « Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate Pont Office 1 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high Z Tue 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. Act 





Write or phone for all necessary data. sel 





FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 
PATERSON @® Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


= 
15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787° 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK on f 


Shipped prepoid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE  orrice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. | c-5 
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ce rf trial. | e - 
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